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Also, resolution of San Diego County Farm Bureau, in favor 
of national rural credits system and national marketing and 
information system; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition -of officers -of Coast Artillery Corps, Nation!:ll 
Guard of California, for passage of militia pay bill ; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs. · · 

By 1\Ir. LAFEAN: Memorial of Traffic Club of Erie, relative 
to compensation for common carriers; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. . 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: Petition of Chicago Federation of 
Musicians, favoring the 'Creation of · a nonpartisan tariff com-
· mission: to the Committee on Ways and Means. . 

Also, petition of John O'Brian and E. 0. Kowalski, of Chicago, 
Ill., protesting any increase of the tax on beer ; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By. Mr. McGILLICUDDY: Petition of Wilton Woolen Co., of 
Wilton, 1\Ie., in favor of House bill 702; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By 1\!r. MANN: Papers accompanyi~g House bill 8573, for 
relief of the estate of John C. Phillips ; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. MORIN (by request) : Memorial of Stockton (Cal.) . 
Chamber of Commerce, relative to railway mail pay; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of Major McKinley Council, No. 9, Pitts- . 
burgh, Pa.; and Sons and Daughters of Liberty, favoring p_as-

1 sage of Burnett immigration bill; to the Committee on Immi-
gration and Naturalization. , 

.Also, petition of attorney general, Harrisburg, Pa., relative 1 

to appointment of clerks of the courts of the United States; to : 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Hartje Paper Manufacturing Co., favoring 
tax on dyestuff; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also petition of Charles M. Fairman, of Pittsburgh, Pa., 
favori~g preparedness; to the Committee on .1\Iilitary Affairs .. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Frederick W. 

By Mr. TEMPLE: ·P-etition of citizens of Hickory City, Pa., 
favoring amendment abolishing polygamy in the United States; 
to th~ Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMAS : Memorial of Local No. 1862, United ·1\Iine 
Workers of America, · against preparedness and conscription; to 
the Committee on Military Atiairs. 

Also, petition of Local No. 1862, United Mine Workers of 
America, favoring the printing of the report of the Commission 
on Industri.al Relations ; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition · of Dr. Max Mailhouse, president of 
the Connecticut State Medical Society, and others, for the ex
pansion of the Medical Corps of the United States Army; to 
the Commiftee on Military .Affairs. 

By Mr. V ARE: Petition of Roosevelt Worsted ~fills, favoring 
tax on dyestuffs ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

SENATE. 

THURSDAY, January ~'l, 1.916. 

·The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J." Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer ; 

Almighty God, we come reverently before Thee that w~ 
may give prayerful attention to th~ problems that confront us 
in our national life. We know that ·beyond the measure -of 
our minds there are great issues that do .not yield their answer 
to the· intellect alone, but lie back in the region of divine 
rev-elation. We come to seek Thy grace that we may address 
ourselves to the tasks that pertain to the welfare of this Nation 
in the spirit of the Christ, with a spirit of devotion and self
sacrifice and .of piety and of brotherly love. Guide us in the 
discharge ,o_f these sacred duties this da.y. We ask for Chri.st's 
sake. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved~ 

Shaefer Frank Davis, Nick Billinger, and others, of Phila- PROPOSED EMBARGO ON MUNUIONS OF WAR. 

delphia,' favoring embargo on arms, etc. ; to the Committee on Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I present a petition, signed 
Foreign .Affairs. . · ~ by 1,000,000 citizens of the United States, against the -e.xporta-

By :Mr. MILLER of Delaware: Memorial of Pomona Grange, tion from thi<J country of munitions of war. The petition, now 
No. 1, Patrons of Husbandry, of Stanton, Del .• relative to the : .separated into a thousand pa.I·ts, is in front of the Secreta ry's 
spread of the foot-and-mouth disease; to the Committee on desk; and while the ·subject matter of the petition is not 
.Agriculture. . : unusual, being a petition to Congress to place an embargo on 

By Mr. NEELY: Papers filed -in support of bill ~or the relief the shipment of ammunition and war utensils, yet the size of 
of George W. Dawson; to the Comnnttee on Penswns. · the petition is something unusual, and I should like to take 

By 1\fr. PRATT: Petition of Mr. A . . Hohl, of .Slaterville ! two or three moments, and two or three other Senators will 
Springs, N. Y., favoring an ~mbargo on ~urther ~h1pments of ; take two or three moments, if there is no objection. Of course 

_war materials; to the Committee on Foreign Affmrs. : we realize that objection could be made, but we very earnestly 
Also, petition of F. W. Ross, Thomas Wrigley, Carl N. ~Iar- . hope it will not. 

shall, Robert H. Pearch, Joseph V. Foley, Robert N. DIXon) I ask that the heading of the petition may be printed in the 
F. E~ Kingsbury, Karl W. Fisher, Walter P. Ross, Edward" L. REco.IID. : 
Roe, Matthew O'Brien, Vincent Spraker, George V. Ganung, The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
Harry J. Cooklin, Edward G. Wallace, Thoma~ L~ary, C. E. ordered. 
Swayze, A.. J. Mosher, J. E. Murphy, Joseph Raniewicz, Charles The heading to the petition is as follows: 
S. 1\liller Joseph Mcinerney, Harry B. Hazen, John F. Malone, 
P. E. D~on, Albert D. Miller, Harry Baltz, George B. Williams, ORGANIZATION oF AMERicAN WoM:m.'i FOR STRICT NE.JI~t~~~: Md. 
R. J. Benedict, D. L. O'Neil, Thomas McCarthy, Jacob Golos, , 

G 1 d Ed d G lJ ' To the Presi dent and the Oongress of the United States: 
Henry Kane, Ed. Ha':ens, Asher 0 os, :;tn war. aus, a We the undersigned, citizens of the United States, men and women, 
employees of the Elnnra Herald, of Elmira, N. Y., Ill favor of · unlte 'in earnest ·protest for humanitarian reasons, against the ex_porta
adequate national protection as advocated by either President tion from this country of "the things which kill" for the use of 
Wilson or the National Security Leao-ue and other organiza- .nations engaged in the present conflict. While this .sale o~ a.I:ms may 

· · · · ~th bl. ch 1 · be legal it L'l morally -wrong, and an embargo on arLls 1s certainl~ tions, and also In favor of trainmg m e pu IC S oo S as an legal and morally right. we bas.e our protest on ·international law and 
essential for· military preparedness; to the Committee on Mill- precedent, as follows: Woolsey International Law: " ~t the neutral, 
tar Affairs instead. of wheat, should send powder or balls, cannon or rifles, this 

BY M PR. IC=. Petions of sundry citizens of Talbott County would be a dlr~ct encouragement of the war, and so a departure from Y r. .IJJ • • • • , • • the neutral position." 
Md., asking for appropriation for dredgmg and operung of the President Taft in 1.912 tssued a proclamation forbidding the export 
harbor at Black Walnut Point at mouth of Great Ohoptank of arms and munitions to Mexico. f P sid t T ft 

· C •tt R. d H b In 1913 President Wilson, continuing the policy o re en a , River; to the OIDIDl ee on .. Ivers an ar o~~· . said that an embargo on arms "follows the best practice of nations in 
By Mr. SANFORD : Petitwn of sundry Citizens of Alhany, , the matter of neutrality." 

N Y favoring passage of the Smith-Hughes bill for a Federal On April 23, 1898, after the Spanish-American War had begun, 
· · ., · · · · t th C •tt Ed t• the British Government placed an ('m.bargo on mun.itions of war. Th~ motion-picture comnussl()n, o e · OmiDl ee on uca LOn. B itish G ment .also has a law on its statute books .conferring 
By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of Charles Mount & Co., Mr. Craw- tll~cretion~ower on the King of England to forbid the export of 

ford Mr. Burke, and D. V. Perrine, of Freehold, N. J., favoring arms and ammunition. 
Pass~ge of the Stevens-Ayres bill· to the Committee on Inter- Germany ·dld not permit her citizens to sell arms or munitions of war 

c • ' · to Spain during our war with that nation. 
st ate and Foreign Commerce. Besides all this we have President Wilson's own declaration of neu~ 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petitions of Utica Steam and Mohawk trallty: " we must be neutral in fact as well as in name, and we mu~ 
Valley Cotton Mills and others, of Oneida Valley; Little Falls put a .curb on every transaction w~ch might give a preference to one 

· C Y k Mill d N y k Bl ch party m the struggle over .another. (N. Y~) Fiber o.; New or s, an · ew or ea ery, Your signatare will help stop this war. 
favoring tax on dyestuff; to the Committee on Ways and Means. . . . p .d t, . t 

1 
b 

By Mr. STEELE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Pocono Hosiery Mr. KENYON. This petition, Mr. . resi e~, IS pr~sen. e< Y 
Mills, of East Stroudsburg, Pa., favoring tax on dyestuffs; to , a band of women wh.o. are ilen~m~ated Or~~mz~tu~n of 
the Committee on Ways and Means. American WoJ?~n for St~H;t Neut~alitY_. The petltion lS. s1 gu~ 

By Mr. STINESS: Petition of Westerly (R. I.) . Textile Co., by ov~r a mill~o? people, reacJ:Un~ mto .every s.tat~ m t h1s 
favoring tax on dyestuffs; to the Committee on Ways and Union, and if JO~~ together m Its vanous parts 1t woul<l 
1\Ieans. reach some 15-i m1les. 
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There is no desire on the part of these women to irritate in 
any way the present conditions; to do any unpatriotic act or to 
in any 'vay do anything sensational. The signers of this peti
tion from every State in the Union are not pro-British or pro
German; they are pro-American. pro-humanity, and pro
Ohri tianity ; they are actuated only by the highest humani-
tarian motives. · 

The tremendous manufacture and shipment of things to kill 
people with is, however, prompted by no patriotic motive. It is 
not done merely because international law may permit it. It is 
a cold-blooded, money-making proposition for gain, profit, divi
dt>nus. " Thou shalt not kill " is recognized as good morals as 
wen as divine law, to whicll may well be added "Thou shalt 
not a sist others to kill." ' 

Let us not deceive oru·selves or hug to om· bosom any delusion 
a t? the prosperity coming to us from profits arising from 
helpmg to slaughter men, to widow women, and to orphan 
chiluren. The jingle of the· bloody dollar can not drown the 
sound of the groans and cries of misery arising from the battle 
fields of Europe. International law may permit it· moral law 
con<lemns it. ' 

On October 4, 1914, the religious people of the United States 
at the suggestion of the President, assembled and prayed fOI~ 
peac~. Mr. Pr~ident, to pray for peace on ~unday and to 
pernnt the balance of the week to be spent manufacturing and 
selling i~strumentalities to prevent peace is rank hypocrisy. . 

The signers of this petition belie\e it is bad to continue these 
shipment~, b~d ?ecause it is inhuman, and this petition repre
se.nt<.:; .their dignified, solemn protest against the practice. Like
WISe 1t represents the toil, labor, heart throbs, and hopes of a 
noble band of women, who abhor ''ar and pray that it may 
soon cease. 

1\lr. CLAPP. Mr. President, at a later period I expect to 
speak at some length upon this subject. I merely wish to say 
at this time that I believe sooner or later the awakened con
science of our G~ristian Nation will sweep aside the sophistries 
that ha\e been mvoked to support the inconsistent and incon
gr.uous spectable of loading one ship with food and clothing for 
w1dow~ ?-nd ~rphalll? and loading anothm: ship with the instru
mentalities With which to make more widows and orphans. 

1\Ir. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I am very glad the Sen
a.t~r fro.m Iowa [1\lr. KENYON] has presented this enormous pe
~Ition, s1gne~ t;>~ over a million people of the United States, pray
mg for prol!ihitlon on the exportation of arms and ammunition. 

1\~1:. Pr~sident, before I sit down I shall move that this great 
petition, mstead of being referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relati?ns, to which were referred the bills to prohibit the ex
portatwn of arms and ammunition introduced by the Senator 
from California and myself, shall be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

I shall do this for two reasons : Firsf, I think the original 
reference was probably a mistake, for the reason' that this is 
not a foreign. affair. This is purely a domestic question. 

I also d.o 1t, Mr. President, because yesterday anu to-day I 
haYe rece1ved several telegrams which indicate a condition 
throughout the West which should attract the attention of the 
Committee on Commerce. I desire to read some of those tele
grams for the enlightenment of the Senate. The first one is 
from_ Byron, Nebr., and is a<ldreqsed to me, and reads as follows: 

BYROX, NEBR., Ja'nuary 25, 1916. 
Ron. GILBERT :M. HITCHCOCK, 

· Washington, D. 0.: 
We are tied up here; can not move any,grain car. Shortage situation 

de pera.te: . Please work for an immediate embargo on shipments of 
~~=~e.f.umtions, to remain in force until the accumulated grain is re-

BYRON FARMERS' ELEVATOR CO 
By ;r. G. ;TAMES, Manager. ., 

Another one is from Pleasanton, Nebr., also addressed to me 
and reads as follows : ' 

H G M H 
PLEASANTO~, NEBR., January !5, 1916 

on. . • ITCHCOC1\:, ' 
United States Senate, Washington, D. 0.: 

Please .work in Congress tor an immediate embargo on shipment of 
war n;mmtions, embargo to remain in force until the accumulated grain 
is ~load~d and r~leased at. the seaports. Shortage of grain cars in this 
terr1tory 1s becm;rung alarmmg and getting worse. The condition of corn 
demands immed1ate movement. 

D. PHILLIPS. 

Another is from Potter, Nebr., and reads as fo-llow's: 

Senator HITCHCOCK, 
Washington, D. 0.: 

POTTER, NEBR., Ja'tlUa1'1} 23, 1916. 

<::ar sho_rtage is very serious-;--:-tied up. Can you wo.rk in Congress for 
an ~mmedmte embargo. on murutions of war, embargo to remain in force 
unttl accumulated gram is released? Situation <lespe-rate with us. 

FAR)lEUS' GRAIN & MILLING Co. 

Another is from lt,arwell, Nebr., and reads as follows: 

Senator HITCHCOCK, 
Wa,shington, D. C.: 

FARWELL, NEBR.~ Januat·y !6, 1916. 

Can not get grain cars here to move our whea. t and soft corn because 
of t~e preference ~iven tC? mtmitions of war in eastern ports. Situa lion 
gettl?g worse daily. . Kindly take up with Congress for embargo on 
mumtlons of war until we can get accumulated grain re-leased. 

FARMERS' COOPERATIVE GnAI~ & 8urPLY Co 
Per ;ToRN HOFSETH, Manager. ., 

Mr. President, I call these to the attention of the Sen~te and 
particularly to the attention of the Committee on Com~rce, 
because they present a new issue. This manufactm·e of deadly 
arms and ammunition has become of such absorbing and con
trolling interest in the East as to require new factories for the 
manufacture of these munitions and the enlargement of the 
old factories upon such scale that the industry is becoming the 
chief business in the eastern part of the United States to-day; 
and the arms and ammunition being thus manufactured for 
theii· deadly work in Europe absorb the cargo space of our 
ocean-going vessels that ought to be given to the legitimate 
business of the United States. · 

If the appeals to the sentiment of tl1e country, to the mor:il 
sense of the country, to the religious sense of the country are 
not sufficient in this body to arouse a responding actio~. if 
they are not sufficient in this body to command the attention 
of Senators, perhaps they will listen to the cry that is coming 
up from the West, where legitimate business is being paralyzed 
by the absorption of the ocean-carrying vessels of the country 
in this damnable trade in arms and ammunition. 

Shall this counh·y . be converted into a great arsenal and 
shall our legitimate business be paralyzed in the West in order 
that millionaires may ·be made in the East, that munition stock 
may be doubled and trebled and quadrupled in value by men 
who are bringing upon this country a heritage of hate abroad, 
by men who are bringing on this country a sense of contempt 
abroad even by the nations that are benefited by this trade? 
It is now fashionable in those nations to proclaim that the 
Yankees, as long as they are making money out of this. damnable 
commerce, will submit to any interference with their neutral 
rights. 

Mr. President, I say this is not a matter of foreign affairs 
for the Committee on Foreign Relations. It is a matter of 
domestic concern, not only because of the legitimate interests 
which are imperiled but it is a matter of domestic concern 
because it is no business of any country in Europe, of any bel
ligerent in Europe, whether we place an embargo upon the 
exportation of arms and ammunition or whether we do not. 
We can be neutral and permit this outrageous trade under 
international law, there is no doubt of that, but we can also be 
neutral and prohibit it. 

No country has a right to demand that we prohibit it. No 
country has that right, neither has any country the right to 
deny to us the privilege of prohibiting it. It is purely a 
domestic question, and it is an American question, Mr. President, 
which involves not only our legitimate business interests which 
involves not only our moral conscience and our religion~ sense 
but it is a domestic question because it involYes the integrity 
and solidarity of our population. Shall we permit this danina
ble trade to go on and breed hate at home among the !!Teat 
foreign-born population that is in our midst? Shall we p~rmit 
this trade to go on and to continue to stimulate this feeling of 
hate not only abroad but at home among the millions of citi
zens who are a part of us? Wbether those citizens are English 
born or Swedish born or Danish born or !l·ish born or German 
born or Bohemian born or Polish born, it is not within the limits 
of human natru·e for them to behold the great resources of our 
country dedicated to the manufacture of deadly weapons to be 
sent abroad to kill their relatives in the Old World without 
being filled with indignation and hate. When they see that 
these great banking and industrial resom·ces of America are 
used for that purpose, it is natural for them to resent it and 
thus breed in this country a dangerous race hatred. If it con
tinues long, it will tend to produce in our population a disin
tegration into the races which .ought to be amalgamated into 
the gTeat new American race. 

So, Mr. President, I say that this is a domestic or American· 
question, one involving our welfare, involving the sOlidarity of 
our people, and I hope it will be considered without regard to 
its effect on Europe. 

I am a neutral, Mr. President. I do not want to see either 
side in this war crush the other side. I am .against having 
either of them victorious. I am for .A.merica. 

I mo\e that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 
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:\Ir. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I wish to sugge t to the 
Senator whether perhaps the situation as to the movement of 
grain might not be entirely relieve(} if favorable action were 
taken on this petition at pres~nt, the circumstances being that 
two-tllirds at least of our shipping is controlle<l to-day by foreign 
nation·: We hlwe Ie s than 2,000,000 tons under the American 
flag. The rest of the tonnage neces ary to move the commerce 
bet\Yeen t11e UniteLl State and foreign countries is entirely con
trolled by tho e countries. So it is a que tion of very serious 
moment in connection with the moYement of corn and other 
grain as to 'vhethe1· or not we are ever going to provitle for an 
American merchant marine which can mo'e our commerce to 
foreign ports. 

::\Ir. S'l'OXE anul\lr. MARTINE of Xe" Jersey a<ldressetl tlle 
Chair. 

The "VICE PRESIDEX'l'. The Senator f rom J\!issouri. 
· l\lr. STONE. 1\lr. Pre itlent, it i not my purpose to enter 
into this discussion. I ao not tllink it a proper time for that. I 
wa. advi ed by the Senator from Iowa [l\lr. KENYON] that he 
wished to addre s the Senate for two or three minut s in pre
senting the ·e petitions, and that one or two other Senators 
would 1ike to occupy about the ~ame len!rth of time; but the 
Senntor from Nehra. ka [l\Ir. Hn'CHCOCK] has made an ex
tended ·peech on the general subject of embar""o, :111<1 the Sen
ator from Florida [l\lr. FLETCHER] followed with a . peech re
lating to the shipping bill. Heaven only know. where or to what 
l(>ugth this di cu. sion will run if it continues without interrup
tion. 

Ir. KE:NYO:N. ).Jr. Pre ident--
'l'11e VICE PRESIDENT. Does the S nator from ~li sour.i 

yiel<.l to the Sen_ator from Iowa? 
::\Ir. STONE. I hope the discussion will not be further per

!'i:..;te(l in, and I make the point of Ol'tler that debate is not in 
order on a mere question of referTing a petition. I a. k whether 
the Chair thinks such a qn(' tion is debatable? 

The VICE PRESIDEN'I. 'The Chair i of the opinion that 
the motion of the Senator from Nebraska is in order and is 
uebatnble. 

1\Ir. S'l'ONE. Then in that Yiew the debate can proceed on 
thnt motion. 

'l'he VICE PRESIDEl'IT. The Chair ha been examining the 
rule..;, nn<.l does not find that this is one of the questions that nre 
to be settled ,,-ithout debate, it being a question for the Senate 
to determine whether the. e petitions should go to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, to which the Chait· woulu have felt com
pelled to send them if tl1ere had been no que tion raised; but it 
i the right of the Senator from Nebrnska to move to ·end them 
to any other committee, and that que, tion is <l~::'batable. 

1\Jr. STONE. Undoubtedly the Chait· would have referred the 
petitions to the Committee on Foreign Relations, as the bill to 
which tl1ey relate have ulrendy been refeiTell to that committee. 
It would be an odd proceeding to send a bill to one committee 
to-dny and on to-m01-row end petitions relating to the bill to a 
different committe.e. Either the wllole matter houhl remain 
with the Committee on Foreign Relations or the Committee on 
Foreign Relation should be dischar,.etl from the consideration 
of· the subject and t11e whole matter be referred to anotller 
committee. 

1\Ir. SWANSON. l\Ir. Pres! dent, will the Senator from Mis
souri permit me to interrupt him for a minute? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Doe the Senator from :Mis ouri 
yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. STONE. Yes. 
Mr. SWANSOX I wish to call the attention of the Chair to 

se<:tion 5 of Rule VII. 
1\Ir. KJJ}:NYON. 1\.fr. Pre ident--
~Ir. SW A..~ SON. I understand tbi · is simply a que tion as 

to the reference of a petition, and I understand that tmder sec
tion 5 of Rule VII all petitions shall be presented and referred 
witllout deb:1te. This is not a motion to refer a bill. The rule 
directs how petitions shall be received and referred; it seems to 
me it tates clt'arly that petitions shall be received and rE>ferrecl 
without debate. . 

1\Ir. BUANDEGEE. 1\Ir. President, I ri e to a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

1\Ir. S''\ Al~SON. I will read what the rule says, if the Chair 
de ires me to do so. It provides : 

G. EvE'ry petition or memorial shall be signed by the petitioner or 
memorialist and have indorsed thereon a brief statement of its con
tent , and shall ~e presented and referred without debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator from "Virginia will 
read section 4 of Rule VII he will observe this language: 

4. Every petition or memorial shall be re~erred, without putting the 
question, unless objection to such reference 1s made ; in which case all 

motions for the reception or reference of such petition, memorial , or 
other paper shall be put in the ordt>r in which the same shall be made, 
and shall not be open to amendment, except to add instructions. 

The rules sometime. eemingly conflict. 
l\Ir. SWANSON. If the Chair will permit me to make a . ug

gestion, that means that tlle Senator from Missouri [1\Ir. STo~E] 
can not move to amend the motion for reference by in. erting 
the Committee on Foreign· Relations for the Committee on Com
merce, but the question of debate is settled definitely by section 
5, which says such papers sllall he "referretl without debate." 

I do not see any contlict, if the Chair will permit me, between 
the two sections. The rule simply says that the motion ·hall 
be put in tlle order in which they are made. The Senator from 
Neb1·aska fir t made the motion, and that takes precedence of 
nny motion for reference to another committee, and can not be 
amended by motion to refer to another committee; but ection 
5 distinctly states that petitions -shall be presented and referred 

·without debate. It seems that section 4 simply provides the 
order in ''hich those (lifferent motions for reference mu t be 
made, >ote<l on, and determined. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is quite likely to be 
wrong, but the Chair is clearly of the opinion that this is what 
all the rules of the Senate mean "·hen construed together, that 
it is not l1l'Oper to discuss a petition or memorial presented to 
the Senate of the United State ; and the Chair as ume that 
that i the rea on why the Senator from Iowa s:·oke to the 
Senatot· from l\li ·souri about the matter, in order that there 
shouM be no objection t) the di cussion on the memorial .~ or 
petition· whic-h hn'e been pre ented. The Chair has no doubt 
at all thnt under the ordinary . procedure of the Senate of the 
United States petition and memorials are not to be discu. eel, 
but are to be referred without debate; when, however, nny 
Senator takes is.·ue with the Chair, or, w!tllout taking issue 
with the Chair, de ire a petition or memorial to be referrell to 
a certain committee, then the Chair believe that the Senator 
ha, a right to move to refer it to a certain committee, and that 
that que ·tion is debatable-not the merits of the petition hut 
tbe question a to where the petition shall go--but, of cour e, 
from thnt decision of the Chair the Senator has the privilege 
of .nppeal. 

l\lt·. ~TONE. I should like the Chair to submit that qu stion 
to the Rennte. 

l\lr. BRA.NDEGI<JE. l\Ir. President, I ri e to a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The VI E PRESIDEN'l'. The Senator from Connecticl:t 
will state hi parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I did not hear the la t part of the rule 
which the Chair read. Wa it to the effect that the motion to 
refer ton committee wa not amendable? 

'The VICE PRESIDENT. No. 
l\Ir. BRANDEGEE. I. could not hear the rule as rend by 

the Chair, hut that '""·a. the impre ion I got as the Chair read 
the rule. 

'l'he ' ICE PRESIDEXT. 'l'his rule provides: 
Every petition or memorial shall be referred, without putting the 

question-
And without debate, as the Chnir understands, under section 

5 of the rule-
unless ol>jection to uch reference is mall<', in which case all motion. 
for the reception or r fet·ence of . ncb p tition, m<'morlal, or other paper 
shall be put in the order in which the same shall be made, and shall not 
be open to amendment, except to add in tructions. 

l\Ir. BRANDEGEE. Now, then, my parliamentary inquiry is, 
Is not the motion of the Senator from Nebraska to sell(l the~e 
petitions to the Committee on Commerce amendable by moving 
to send them to some other committee, and would not the amend
ment be debatable, as well as the original motion? 

The "VICE PRESIDENT. Just a moment. 
l\Ir. STONE. I ·hould like to say while the Chnir--
1\Ir. BRANDEGEE. In other words, whnt i. in my minfl is 

this: If a Senator introduces a petition and mo,~es its refer
ence to a particular committee, if it is not 'vithin the power 
of the Senate to amend the motion by substituting some othe1· 
committee, then the only method of procedure open to the 'enatc 
is to vote that motion down if they "disagree to the reference 
and then move to send it to another committee. I think the -::u. -
tom is-I have repeatedly . een it done-that a Senator moYes 
to substitute another committee than the one uggested by the 
Senator who makes the motion. 

1\fr. KENYON. l\fr. President, may I make an appeal to the 
Senator from Missouri? We would have been through with this 
matter by this time if it had not been for this interruption. Will 
not the Senator wait and let the few speech that are to be 
made be concluded? They will all be very brief, und '''ill not 
take, I think, more than 15 or 20 minute . 
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·1\rr. STONE. That was the us urance the Senator gave me in 

the first instance. 
Jr. KENYON. And that assurance was curried out. 

1\lr. STONE. The Senator from Nebraska [1\f'r. HITCHCOCK] 
was not Yery brief, and the Senator from Florida ll\1r. FLETCHER} 
did not discuss this subject at all. Can the· Senn.tor· assure me 
that there is no Senator here present who will occupy more 
than one or two minutes and that the discussion "i.ll be con
fined to tlli petition? Of course, the Senator can not do that. 

1\lr. KENYON. That would be a preposterous thing to ns
sume about the Senate. 

Mr. :MARTINE of New .Jersey. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. · Does tl1e .Senator from Mis ouri 

yield to the Senator from New .Jersey? 
Mr. STONE. Yes, 
1\fr. MARTLTE of New .Jersey. If -the Senat01: from 1\lis

som·i will yield to me for a moment, I wm say that I do not 
desire to take the time or to interfere with the business of the 
'senate; but I feel that this is a subject of the greatest impor
tance to the Americn.n p~ple, and I should like to express my 
feelings in a very few words, with the permission of the Senate. 

1\lr. STONE. 1\Ir. President, the Senator knows I would yield 
to any request of his as quickly as to that of anyone. but I de
sire to ·have this matter ended now, if it cnn· be ended. I object 
to any implied. much le express, unanimous consent. No ex
pre~· unanimous consent was asked and none given. · 

1\lr. President. speaking to the 110int of order, if the ruling of 
the Chair is correct, it would leave the Senate in a somewhat 
helpless condition. Any Senator wishing to delay the proceed
ings of the Senn te could offer a petition and a motion then be 
made to refer it; and if the matter is then open to debate, eYery 
Senator here would have the right to <lebate it. 

1\fr. OVERMAN. And take up the morning hour. 
lUt·. STONE. Kot only one morning hour, but the morning 

hour for a \Veek or a month in debating the motion to refer. 
If that is the I'ule, it ought not to be; and, with a view to test
ing the sense of the Senate. I think I will appeal from the ruling 
()f the Chair, unless the Chair will volunt..'lrily submit the ques
tion to the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDEi\'T. The que tion is, Shall the ruling 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, I think, under 
the ruling of the Chair, it is a debatable motion, and an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair on a debatable propo •ition i8 itself 
subject to debate. I would not care to occupy much of the time 
of t11e Senate ; but I think the Chall· is right. 

Of course, many of our rules may be condemned by pointing 
out the fact that they are susceptible of abuse when any con
siderable group of Senator see proper to practice that form of 
nbu e known as tmlimited uebate. That particular question 
has been repeatedly considered by the Senate, and after a hun
dred years of resistance the other side of it has appeared to be 
t:.be stronger. 

I think th.a whole purpose of our proceedings l1ere is to 
afford a clear. opportunity to put the Senate in possession of the 
reasons why a certain thing sl1ould be done or the reasons whv 
it . ·hould not be done. There may be exceptional reasons in 
thi case. Oruinarily matters of this kind can be uisposed of by 
the Chair. In nine htmdred and ninety-nine case out of a thou
sand they ru·e disposed of by the Chair and by the clerks at the 
desk. It occasionally comes about that there is a necessity for 
saying something about a particular proposition; but I think the 
common sense and fairness of the Senate can be relied upon to 
put a necessary limitation on the occasion. I therefore think 
that the ruling announced by the Chair is founded on the reason 
of the case and harmonizes perfectly v.ith the general scope of 
proceedings here. 

Now, take this particular ca e. Ordinarily it would be a mat
ter of indifference as to what particular committee a number 
of petitions on any subject should go. It is almost the constant 
practice here to pay no particular attention to petitions, l.lut 
thi particulal' case takes a significance at this time that it 
would not take at another time. I believe that there should 
haYe been an embargo laid upon the export of arms. I believe 
this country, in its greatness, should have set the world the ex
ample of refusing to be a party, directly or indb·ectly, for com
mercial or any other reasons, to the slaughter of human beings 
that is going ou in the Old \Vorld. I believe that t11e enlightened 
conscience of 1he age would have justifie<l it, and that such 
action would have aclded one more reason why this should be 
regarded as the greatest Government that ever was instituted 
::~mong men. I do not believe that we did our duty when we fell 
in behind t11e ancient precedents, made at a time when slaughter 

. was the rule ; tlw.t we ·did not concrete into our action the 
enlightened spirit of the Christian humanity that exists to-day, 

and which we- preach theoretically but which we fail to enforce 
rrncticanr. 

Many insist · that to do so now would be a breach of neu
trality ; the question lo es its character of one where ~e propo
sition is to lay an embargo or not, and the question of neutrality 
is injected into it. .r"ations have been forced to rely upon it; they 
say they have; and they have built their foreign policies and 
other relations to us on the theory of our past practice, and 
now to tmdertuke to stop it as a mere commercial question at 
home would not meet' the question in its ultimate botmdaries. 

I think the petition should go to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. It has nmv become a vital question of international 
policy. It may be too late. to take definite action such as we 
ought to take-if it is ever too late to do right-and it may not 
be; but in the confidence of that committee, in my opinion, 
would be t11e best place to consider it in its present aspect, and 
I think those of us who feel that wn~ about it ought to ha_ve an 
opportunity to· say that. · 

The Committee on Commerce is a strictly commercial com
mittee. It d-eals with the commercial aspect of the shipping 
question,. mo t particularly with reference to that part of the 
sbipping function that takes place on the waters. There is an
other rommitt€'e of the Senate that deals with it in the aspect 
which relates to the railroads, but now time and circumstances, 
past practices. contentions upon the one hand, :md denials upon 
the other, have matle anotber question out of it. It is a mattet·. 
in. my opinion, peculiarly fit for decision by the Committee on 
Fm·eign Relations. 

1\Ir. MARTINE of New .Jersey. 1\Ir. President, I feel T"ery 
much in sympathy with the uggestions advanced by the Senator 
from Arkansas [l\Ir. CLAitKE]. I feel that this is a peculiar and 
remarkable situation; and for myself I want to take this oppor
tunity to cxpres · my feelings a little on this subject, and I feel 
very deeply about it. 

My father came from Franee; my good mother came from Ger
mnny ; so you may wonder what my ympathies may be in this 
he.lllih Wtl!' and controversy in Europe. I will say that my heart 
bleeds for Europe and its people. Do you ask me my sympathies? 
Uy sympathies are with hmnanity; wherever they may be found 
and wherever they may go. 

I care not whom this matter o:f embargo may benefit. That 
is a que tion as foreign to me as the pole. The question with 
me is as to the justice, the humanitarian side, and the right of 
the proposition. I . wm not aid my brother in the slaughter of 
bis fellow man. The business side of the proposition that has 
been advan~ed here has no appeal to me. Money is valuable. 
but, great God, better and above all that is the love for lm
manity! 

I feel, l\lr. President, that a greater danger will come to tllio:; 
blessed land from the money changers in our land than from 
any force of arm that can be arrayed against it. I am thank
ful, in<leetl, that the petition has been brought in here, an<l I 
trust thnt it may be· potent with the governing power of this 
country toward staying the shipment of aTms to further bring 
blood antl sorrow to the soil of Europe. 

1\Ir. ASHUUST. Mr. President, I do not always agree with 
the distinguished Senator from Nebraska [l\Ir. HrrCHcocR] ; 
but he has spoken eminently to my satisfaction this morning. 

It m1ght be propel: for me to recall that in the Sixty-third 
Congress, during the third session thereof, the distinguished 
Senator \vho contlibutes such credit to this Chamber and such 
usefulness to his own State, 1\Ir. HITcHcocK, introduced to an 
appropriation bill an amendment layin"' an embargo upon the 
shipment of arms to the belligerents of Europe. 

I took pleasure in voting for his amendment; and I embrace 
tllis opportunity to express my belief that the 1,000,000 signa
tures of persons who have seen fit to exercise thei.I· constitu
tional prerogatiYe and send their petition here COuld be multiplied 
fifty or sixty time., because of the feeling throughout the Nation 
t11at we are not guiltle~s before the moral Jaw when for mere 
"profits" we send arms to tJ1e belligerents that they may grind 
up mm·e human flesh to be blllied nameless in a trench. We 
can not simply stand off, point to the width of our phylacteries. 
and say we are wholly guiltless while we take blood-money 
profits from the warring powers. 

1\1r. President, I am not so simple as to pretentl tllat I belieyc 
it is contrary to international law' to send ar1ns nnd munitions 
to the \YfilTing powers. Of com'Se, it is accorcling to interna
tional law to ship arms to warring nations. It is also accorcl
ing to the "profits." We have hear<l of "the law and the 
prophets." It is the "profits," however, rather thnn "law •· 
that moye these munition makers to renp n.n.tl glean in such a 
doubtful field. 

· Tlie Senator spoke of "Yankee . ' TI hat is the sentiment or 
the Yankees on this subject? 'Vhen guns ma11e by foreign 
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powers were aimed at their breasts, their statesmen, warriors, 
poets, orators, writers, and ·lecturers objected to the shipment 
of arms to their antagonists; and that great writer in a little 
couplet-I belie\e it will be found in the Bigelow Papers-said: 

You wo.-der why we're bot, John? 
Your mark was on the guns

On the guns that shot, John, 
Our brothers and our sons. 

So, l\lr. Presiuent, if there be to-uay one influence in our 
country more baleful than another it is that the continued ship
ment of arm · and ammunition to the warring nations is causing 
the-suggestion that the United States is a country seeking only 
profit and not seeking wholly to do justice to humanity. 

When the eternal verities of the world are finally presented 
and the living thunders of eternal truth clear the atmosphere, 
it ought to be tl;le destiny of our advanced, o~r American, civil
ization to take an exalted .position in the tribunal which will 
compose these· world-wide differences. What will be our posi
tion when the day of reckoning comes? When the immortal 
roll of the nations of the earth is called to make up a peace 
t ribunal, what nation is there more able, more worthy than 
the United States to take its place and stand at the head of the 
upreme court of arbiters which will settle that unhappy con

flict which is dislocating all the currents of the world? How 
compromising will be our position in that great tribunal if our 
hands be even indirectly stained with human blood. Will it 
not be inferred that we are biased or prejudiced when it is 
remembered that we encouraged the warring powers by the ship
ment to them of arms and ammunition? Our country should be 
the nation set upon a hill whose light should ·shine and en
courage all. It should be the one nation above all ready to set 
an example to the others, and when peace finally comes our 
Nation should enter the great Sanhedrim of nations-the great 

anhedrim of the world-stainless and pure, able truthfully to 
look all the other nations in face and say, "We have not con
tributed in any way to the perpetuation or the prolongation of 
. our gigantic strife." Let us enter that great court with clean 
hands. The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. GoRE] says, sotto 
\

10ce, " shake not thy gory locks at me." 
Let us hope, Mr. President, when the day of reckoning comes 

we can b·uthfully say to the other powers: 
Thou ca.nst not say I did it; never shake 
Thy gory locks at me. 

liard feelings, resentments, and enmities which I fear will en
dure longer than the life of any person in this Chamber, includ
ing the pages who senre us here, are being created, and will 
smolder from this traffic in arms and munitions carried on at 
this time. These shipments of arms and ammunition, owing to 
the gt·eat profits which are arising from them, breed the war 
~pirit in our co.untry, and are causing many honest people to 
believe that we should turn our country into an armed military 
cnmp. 

The baleful influence of this traffic of such doubtful pro
l11'iety does not stop there, however. For more than 20 years 
the distinguished Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] 
has labored to secure the erection of a factory for the purpose 
of permitting the Government to manufacture its own armor 
plate, its own munitions, arms, and its own powder, in order 
that the extortionate profits taken by the manufactm·ers may 
lJe omewhat curtailed. But with all his eminence as a states
man, with his continual work of 20 years he has made little 
progress. And to-day I doubt very much if he will be able to 
bring in a bill providing for the construction of a Government
owned armor-plate factory and a factory for making our own 
arms and munitions. 
· What has caused this country for 20 years to be depriveu of 
an armor-plate factory and a factory for the manufacture of its 
own munitions? Profits, not law; profits in order that certain 
men may reach out and gather in not only 50 per cent but 500 
per cent. 

~!r. OVERMAN. 1\fr. President, I rise to address myself to 
the rule. Of course I always dislike to differ with the Chair. 

The rules fix a morning hour. What is the morning hour for? 
The introduction of petitions; to allow the committees to make 
reports; to allow concurrent and joint re. olutions to be in
troduced. And you see all through this rule, Rule VII, that de-

. bate is prohibited. w 

Now, a large part of the morning hour has been taken up 
with debate on this matter. I am making no objection to the 
merits of what has been done this morning; but as to the rule, 
it seems to me that if the Chair is right any Senator or a small 
number of Senators can absolutely take up the morning hour, 
and deprive us of introducing our petitions, our bills, and our 
reports of committees. 

Reading along in this rule, it says: 
Until the l!!Orning business shall have been concluded, and so an

nounced from the Chah·, or until the hour of 1 o'clock bas arrive<l no 
motion to proceed to the consideration of any bill, resolution, report 
of a committee, or other subject upon the calendar shall be enter-
b~~ -

And so, 1\fr. President, in every section there is a limitation 
upon motions or a limitation upon debate; showing that the 
Senate intended, when it made this rule, that there should be 
'an hour dm·ing which Senators could present the reports of com
mittees and introduce their bills. 

Therefore, while I hate to differ with the Chair I think the 
Chair is wrong. ' 

1\fr. ROBINSON. 1\fr. President, with what has been said 
by the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE], the Sen
ator from Nebraska [1\fr. HITCHCOCK], and the Senator from 
Arizona [Mr. AsHURsT] I am in sympathy. Nevertheless, I 
believe thaf if this subject is to be discussed now it should be 
pointed out that heretofore the United States never has adopted 
the policy of manufa~turing for itself a sufficient supply of 
munitions of war to provide it iQ. case this Government should 
become engaged in conflict. 

During all the wars in which we have been engaged the 
United States has been compelled to purchase abroad much of 
the munitions which we have used in war. While it is true 
that as a result of the increase in this trade we are now manu
fact.uring in the United States greater quantities of munitions 
than ever before in the histO!.'Y of the country, it is also true 
that at this time we are not equipped with sufficient machinery 
and factories to supply the demands of the United States in 
case she should become involved in war. 

I hope, sir, that the day will never dawn when this country 
will be called upon to enter into another serious conflict. I 
belong to that class of citizens who believe that the time is 
approaching when men will find some means of settling their 
disputes, however bitter they may be, without resorting to war ; 
and yet I realize that force is-still the most powerful factor in 
the arbitrapient of the important questions that arise before 
the peoples of the world. The time has not :ret come when we 
can expect to continue at peace without the possibility, at least, 
of becoming engaged in war. 

I merely want to suggest to the Senate that in considering 
the matter of placing an embargo on arms and munitions of 
war we should bear in mind the necessities of the United States 
itself, and not too quickly commit this Government to a policy 
which would deny her the means of self-<lefen e in case we 
should becQme involved in a war-with a. foreign power. For 
if we assert as a doctrine of humanity, or as a doctrine of 
international law, that a neutral nation can not sell arms to a 
belligerent, then we must expect to liave that doctrine invoked 
and applied against us . in case we should find our elves com
pelled to combat an aggressive enemy. Of cour e embargoes 
for retaliatory purposes rest upon a different bas~s. I do not 
discuss that now, but merely suggest that · the safety of the 
United States may be involved in the question under present 
conditions and while we have no provision for manufacturing 
adequate munitions to meet the requirements of this Gov
ernment in case of war. 

:Mr. 'VORKS. Mr. President, I am in very hearty sympathy 
with the objects and purposes of the good women of the coun
try who have brought this petition before the Senate. 

From the very beginning I have been opposed to the exporta
tion of arms and munitions of wru·. Early in the last ession 
of Congress I introduced a- bill to place an embargo upon the 
trade, not in the interest of any foreign nation but in the 
interest of our own country. I believe the trade to be immoml 
and demoralizing to the peopl(> of the United States. I believe 
that most of the complications that have grown up between this 
and foreign nations now at war have been the re ult of the 
h·ade in munitions of war. I believe that if it had not been 
for the fact that we were dealing in that nefarious trade the 
people upon the Lttsitania would not have lost their lives. 

'Ve have, in effect, made our country a party to the war 
across the ocean. It is our ammunition, our shot and shell, that 
are t!l.king the lives of the citizens and subjects of friendly 
nations in Europe. 'Ve cnn not justify ourselves in that position 
or in that trade by saying that it is allowed by the laws of 
neutrality. There is something higher that should control the 
people of the United States than the mere sh·ict law of neu
trality. The Jaw of neutrality at most only permits the ex
port:;ttion of arms and places no obligation upon us to do o. 

l\Iy convictions upon this subject were intensified when cir
cumstances so came about that we could furnish arms only to 
one set of the ·belligerent nations as against the other. Then 
to my mind the trade ceased to be neutral; it ceased to be. 
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justified even by the permission of tl1e laws of neutrality. But 
I have tried to put the question upon higher grounds than that. 
I insist that the trade is immoral; it is participating in llie war 
across the · ocean, and for that reason it ought to be stopped. 
Therefore, I am saying these few words in support of the peti
tion that is now presented to the Senate. . 

Mr. LANE. 1\lr. President, I am now and at all times have 
been opposed to the exportation of mtmitions of war to the citi-: 
zens of one country with which we are at peace to kill the citi
zens of another country with which we are at peace. I fear 
that sooner or later we, as a nation, will have to answer fqr it; 
that it will create deep-seated resentment and perhaps a hatred 
of us by llie people of other nations-good people-who will 
find it hard to forgive us for the death of their brothers, their 
cousins, and their fathers and their sons who have been killed 
by missiles made in this country, propelled by powder made in 
this country. I have felt that no good-or, rather, nothing but 
harm-could come fi·om it; that we had better do without the 
money which we make in that way. I would be willing to vote 
for an appropriation to ship to those who have suffered from 
the results of the war in Europe shiploads of baby shoes, of 
condensed and prepared milk upon which to feed the starving 
infants and clothing for the women who are suffering from 
want, and to convoy them with battleships, if necessary, to see 
that they reach their destination. 

I believe that infinite harm will result in this country, in our 
own affairs, from the hatred that has been bred among our own 
people, which will last for generations. I have regretted, and 
I am sorry, that many people in business in this country have 
felt differently, and have felt that t11ey were justified in enter
ing in that kind of a trade. I am neutral as bet"\Yeen the na
tions. If we could have kept entirely out of it, it would have 
been one of the greatest blessings not only for them but for us. 

I am in sympathy with the petitioners, and I coult: not let 
the occasion pass without saying so. 

1\lr. SW A..L'\'"SON. Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate 
long upon the direct issue before the Senate, wl~ich is the ruling 
of the Vice President. . 
. The Vice President has held that a motion to refer a petition 
is debatable. I think that rule would be very. disastrous to the 
business of the morning hotu·. . I think it would be ruinous to 
have that rule adopted as a rule of the Senate. It seems to me 
tl1at it is so plainly against tlte clear, specific provisions of 
Rule VII that I want to call the attention of the Senate to 
Rule VII, section 5 . 
. :Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. 1\Ir. President, will the Senator 

from Virginia permit me to call his attention to a ruling made 
by the Chair on the 28th of 1\farch, 1914, in connection ·with the 
subject he is now discussing? It will save the trouble of bring
ing the matter to the attention of the Senate at a later time. 

Mr. SWANSON. I will. 
l\lr. CLARKE of Arkansas. On page 95 of fhe Precedents 

this appears: 
The VICE PRESIDEXT. In this connection the Chair desires to make a 

statement. The Chair was in error in ruling that the question of the 
reference of a bill to a committee is not debatable. The Chair was 
under the impression that the question was· one of those questions which, 
under Rul_P. XXII, are not debatable; but the Chair finds that the ques
tion is debatable. Therefore the ruling of the Chair heretofore made in 
reference to the matter will not stand as a precedent. 

The ruling made by the Chair this morning is in exact accord 
'vith that ruling. 

l\fr. SWANSON. If the Senator will permit me, there is this 
difference. There is no motion here of a resolution or bill for 
reference. No resolution is on the table; none has been 
introduced. The specific question is whether petitions when 
presented, not a bill or a resolution, are debatable. 

Mr. KENYON. That is not the question at all. The question 
is on a motion to refer. 

Mr. SWANSON. Here are petitions presented. There is no 
resolution, no bill. A motion is made to refer those petitions. 
That is the issue. The question is whether a motion to refer a 
i)etition is debatable. 

I will read section 5 of Rule VII, and I should like to hear 
the Senator from Arkansas explain it away. Tllis is not a 
motion to refer a resolution or a bill. Hei·e is the rule of the 
Senate governing petitions: 

Every petition or memorial shall be signed by the petitioner or me
inoriali.st and have indorsed · thereon a brief statement of its contents 
antl shall be presented and referred without debate. · ' 

Mr. · KENYON. We are not debating the petition but the 
'motion. 
· l\Ir. SW Al'SON. The rule :::ays that a petition shan · be re
fen·eu without debate. You are attempting to reyerse the rule 
that it shall be referred without debate. 

LIII--102 

Mr. KENYON. Of course, if there were no motion pending. 
l\1r. SWANSON. It is laid down in the compilation here
The presentation of petitions . and memorials shall be determined 

without debate. . 
· "The Senator was cor-re~t in reference to a motion made to 
refer a resolution or a bill, but that is not the issue. · The issue 
is when a petition is presented here in the morning hour, and 
a mOtion is made 1io refer it, whether we shall continuously 
debate it. Section 5 of Rule VII says that petitions shall be 
referred without debate. That is all we have asked in this 
m~ . 
· Before I conclude my remarks I wish to say a few words about 
the reference of the petition. Bills have gone to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations which appertain to the petition. Bills 
have heretofore been introduced covering this question, and 
they haYe been referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela
tions. The question inYolved more t11an all else is whether the 
shipment is an aCt of neutrality; whether it is good faith with 
all the belligerents in this g1·eat war, and the Committee on 
Foreign Relations is to. determine that question. It is to de
termine the effect of it. It is to determine whether it will em
broil us in war or not. The Committee on Foreign Relations 
is empowered to consider our intricate foreign relations, an<: 
that is the proper committee to dispose of this petition. 

l\lr. SUTHERLA..L'\'"D. 1\fr. President, I understand the ques
tion to be submitted to the · Senate is whether or not tl1is ques
tion is open to debate. Am I correct about that? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair rules that tl1e motion 
of the Senator from Nebraska to refer the petitions to the Com
mittee on Commerce is a debatable question. Upon that an 
appeal has been taken, and the pending question is, Shall the 
ruling of the Chair. stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

1\lr. SUTHERLAND. l\fr. President, I think the ruling of the 
Chair is correct. I do not think this question presents a mere 
matter of reference of a petition which under the rule is to 
be disposed of wHhout debate. We have gotten beyond that. 
The Senator from .Nebraska has moved tlmt the petitions be 
referred to a particular committee, and that question, it seems 
to. me, very clearly is open to debate. Passing that, however, 
and coming to the question of the disposition of the motion, it 
seems to me very clearly that · the petitions ought not to go to 
the Committee on Commerce, but that · they should go to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

To what subject are these petitions directed? To the subject 
of an embargo. They ask the· Congress of the United States to 
pass a law placing an embargo upon the shipment of certain 
goods to foreign countries. The proposed legislation, there
fore, to which the petitions are directed clearly would be a cl:1 ~x 
of legislation which 'vould go to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. The subject matter of an embargo comes um1er the 
general Drinciple3 of international law. The Committee on 
Foreign Relations is constituted for the e:A-press purpose of 
dealing with such questions, and I am at a loss to understa.n-1 
upon what theory the proposed legislation itself should go to 
one committee and petitions requesting that that specific legis
lation shall be passed should go to an entirely different com
mittee. 
· Obviously the petitions lJelong to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

But, independently of the rule and in support of the policy 
of tl1e rule, it is peculiarly appropriate that these petitions 
should go to the Committee on ]foreign Relations, because in 
the last analysis they deal with an exceedingly delicate question 
of our foreign relations, namely, the question of our neutrality. 
If Europe \Yas not at war, if peace prevailed throughout tile 
world, we might pass an act prohibiting for the future the 
transportation of munitions of war from our country to any 
other country without affecting the question of neutrality at all. 
But that is not the ·ituation. A condition of war prevails in 
Europe. It is idle for us to pretend that . the act of Congress 
with reference to this question will not have a very profound 
effect upon the warring nations in Europe. · 

I undertake to say if we should pass a law here prohibiting 
the shipment of munitions abroad it would be a very great .aid 
to and very greatly strengthen the hands of one of the contend
ing parties in the \var. 

In that state of the case it is proper that we shoul<l con
sider the question as to whether we would not, by complying 
with these petitions, be committing an unneutral act; and, t11at 
being so, it is clearly a question the Committee on Foreign Rela
tions should consider and determine. 

l\Ir. TOWNSEND. l\Ir. President, I realize the importance 
of the subject of these petitions. I understand the serious 
interest which all of the people feel, and · I do not desire that 
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sympathy or irnpnlsh-e sentiments should betray me into for the information of the Senator from Nebraska that the Chair r nl l'q 
supporting a measure that mature 3·ur~... t · ht find t b that the communication from the Attorney General can lie on the table 

c u.oCTJDen mig 0 e and the Senator from Nebraska can call it up at the proper time and 
detrimental to our country. Yet, Mr. President, I can not see proceed to discuss it. 
how the United States can in good conscience take any other Mr. NoRRis. In order to get the parliamentary situation settied for 
T\1\ ition than the one p••r.posed by the petl"tl"onn.~ nnd so strong! future reference, when it mav be desirable to enforce this rule if lt is J.I~ L.V J.L...:o.Lo .... Y to be established, I want to f.nquire in the best of faith if a m'otion to 
ad\ocated by the senior Senator from Nebraska. We have f 1 ti t mi 
taken the position of neutrality; at least, we have attempted to ~~b~ta~le ~ommun ca on ° a com ttee after the morning hour is 
take it. \Ve have professed it from th beginning, and yet The VIcE PRESIDENT. It is. (See CoNGRESSIOXAL REcoRD, pp. 2117, 
one of the belligerents to whom the great supply of arms is 

2118
.) 

shipped has repeatedly changed and in some cases annulled the The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has broadened his 
international law, since the war opened, as to our neutral knowledge since then. · 
rights. Those changes have been detrimental to the commerce Mr. Sl\100~. I think, Mr. President, the ruling of the Chait· 
of the United States, and our repeated polite and diction- . at that time was perfectly right. I am jealous of pre Prving 
perfect diplomatic protests have been ignored. • the rights of the Senate in attending to its necessary busine " 

Thm·efore it seems to me that we could not be emb:irra sed, d~in.g the morning hour. If the present ruling stands, any 
as suggested by the Senator from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND], if mormng can be consumed by a Senator moving to r efer n peti
at this time we take action which certainly we had a right to tion that he is not interested in in the least and cares not11ing 
do at the beginning of the war and which has been postponed about; and the whole of the morning hour could be taken up iu 
too long already. the discussion of that motion. 

I voted at the first and only opportunity I have had to accom- It is for that reason, Mr. President, that I appeal to the Senat 
plish that end. I do not believe the status of international now to express itself upon this subject, knowing full well what 
relations has been so changed as to preclude us now from doing it means for the future conduct of the business of this body. 
the thing which I think most disinterested .Americans would Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I have no intention now, as I 
have recognized as the right thing to have done at the begin- stated when on the floor a short time since, to debate the merits 
rung. of the question of placing an embargo on the shipment of arm..; 

Mr. President, I think it is generally believed that the United and munitions of war or anything to any foreign country. I 
States has not been impartially neutral in reference to the have some opinions upon that question, but I have not thought 
European war. I think we are regarded at home and abroad that this was the proper time or occasion for a debate upon the 
as one of the allies, and all through the shipment of arm nnd subject. There is nothing before the Senate of an affirmative 
munitions of war to them, while permitt ing, with only weak character. The proposed legislation itself has been introduceu 
protest, the violation of .American rights by Great Britain in a and referred. 
manner greatly detrimental to both the United States and the I was apprehensive when tl're Senator from Iowa suggested 
.central powers. in presenting these petitions that there were two or three 

I ex.'Ilress no favorites among the belligerents. 1 have none. Senators who desired to speak for two or three minutes each. 
I am absolutely neutral in this respect. Our country should I did not object. There were petitions presented, signed, as I 
have none. That it does have I have no doubt. That it can have been informed, by a very large number of .American citi
not be truly neutral so long as it permits the shipment of war zens, mostly women, I understand, but no doubt by a number 
supplies to one of the belligerents which denies us the right to of men also, relating to a subject of great public interest. I 
ship food material to another belligerent with which we are at did not feel disposed under the circumstances to object to a 
peace is equally certain. I am in sympathy with these petitioners brief discussion, although the time for discussion did not, as I 
and with the million others who have not thus spoken to the thought, seem opportune just now. I feared then that what 
Senate. I trust their prayer will not fall on deaf committee so often happens when we are promised that only a few mo
enrs. I believe, however, that its proper reference is to the ments will be occupied in doing something out of the rules, 
Committee on Foreign Relations. The subject matter to which and the doing of which .requires unanimous consent, expressed 
the e petitions refer is there. It is being considered, or at least or implied, might result in the consumption of a large part of 
should be considered, by that committee. I hope that com- the morning hour, if not the whole of it. Instead of taking 6 
mittee will consider it and present it to the Senate for action or 8 minutes or 10 minutes, it has taken an hour and a half. 
at an early date. It is right to the Senate that this should be The morning business has lost its place. 
done. There should be a full and free discussion, and such can 1\Ir. President, I pass from that subject now and will say 
only be obtained through a committee report submitted to the just a word on the appeal I have taken from the ruling of the 
Senate. - Chair. Undoubtedly-! think I can say undoubtedly-the pur-

It seems to me that a reference to the Commerce Committee, pose and policy o~ the rules when they were adopted and as 
where nothing pertinent to the subject is pending, would be they have been administered were to preser\e the morning hour 
wrong. The Committee on Foreign Relations has complete . to the uses to which it was to be devoted. To say that a 
jurisdiction of the subject, and it should receive the request petition, which under the rule in expre s terms must be re
which a million people of the United States have asked of Con- ferred without debate, may be made a debatable question by a 
gress. I am not suggesting precipitate action, but I am insist- mere motion to refer is in effect an evasion of the rule. As 
ing that seriou consideration be gi\-en to this all-important mat- the Senator from Indiana [l\1r. KERN] suggests to me, it is not · 
ter, to the end that the United .:States Congress take steps as only an evasion, .but a nullification of the rule. 
American rights and duties require. Of course, the Chair understands without assurance that in 

1\lr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I do not rise to discus the asking, as I do by the appeal, to have the Senate itself pass on 
petition itself. I will state, however, that my sympathies have this question, it is done only in a kindly spirit, so far as 
been that the Government of the United States being the great the Chair is concerned, but I regard it as a matter of such 
neutral country of the world should have undertaken, in the far-reaching importance that we ought to be very careful about 
first place, to prohibit the e~--portation of munitions of war to adopting that ruling. for we should thereby establish a prece
belligerent countries. I was in favor of the embargo that was dent that would come home, Senators, all through the future 
placed upon the exportation of munitions of war into Mexico by :rears to plague the Senate, unless the rules themselves should 
President Taft. I deplored the lifting by President 'Vilson of be changed. 
that embargo, as I told the President in person. The question . J.\Ir. President, it endangers the bu iness of the Senate-im
of a prohibition at this late date will meet difficulties that would portant business transacted in the morning hour-and I think 
not have been met if a prohibition had been imposed at the it ought not to be done. A pra@tice of that kind would be 
beginning of the war, and might perhaps be very embarrassing violative of the spirit, a!J.d I think also of the language, of the 
for our country to enforce. rule. 

But, Mr. President, I rose to say a few words about the Therefore I have appealed, so as to get the judgment of the 
Tuling of the Chah·, because I fully agree with all that has been Senate upon it, whether or not the reference of a petition is 
said by the Senator from North Carolina [~fr. OVERMAN] and debatable, and, coupling them as one question, whether a mo
the Senator fl;om Virginia [Mr. SwANSON] . I am not going tion then made to refer is debatable. 
over the ground again, but I want to call attention to the ruling :Mr. CLARK of Wyoming and Mr. BORAH addressed the 
of the present occupant of the- Chair. Under the head of morn- Chair. 
ing business, page 173 of the Precedents, on June 21, 1913: The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyoming. 

During the morning hour, Mrr Noruu:s moved to refer a eom.munica- Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I have great re-c 
tion from the Attorney General to the- Committee on the J"udiciary. spect for the rules of the Senate; I have a great desire to see 

Mr. CLARKE o! Arkansas objected· to debate. the Senate's business conducted in accordance with those rules ·, . . . . .. . . . 
'l'h& T"rclll PnEsmml:l.--r (Mr. MarshaJI) . The Chair holds that eluting I have great respect for the morning hour; but I think that there 

t he morning hour the motion is not debatable. Th e Chair wlll state are things for which the ordinary busfness of the morning hour-



.1916. -CONG-RESSIONAL .RECOitD-SE~1\.TE. 1619 
introducing bridge bills or public-building bills and things of 
that sort-may well be laid aside in the consideration of the 
greater questions that confront us.. 

I believe that the Chair is absolutely correct in his ruling 
that a motion to refer a petition, even though it be made in the 
morning hour, is debatable, and I think that is true, particularly 
upon an occasion of this sort, \Yhen it is a public question of the 
most momentous importance, as the Senator says. When are 
we to eli ·cuss these public questions of great importance? Has 
there one come before the Senate? 

1\.Ir. STO~TE. 1\lr. President, if tile Senator will permit me
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If the Senator \Vill par<lon me just 

a moment, I shall not speak more than a minute, and the Sen
ator does not want to waste too much time-;--

Mr.· STOJ\TE. I want to ask the Senator a question; that is all. 
I ask the Senator if he does not remember that a number of 
speeches have been already made before the Senate, and at great 
length, on this very. subject of an embargo? 

Mr. CLARK of \\'yoming. l\lr. President, the Senator pointed 
to the clock a moment ago. I desire to say that more time 
has been consumed on the appeal of the Senator than was con
sumed on the discussion of the main question. When are we to 
have any opportunity to discuss these public questions? The 
Senator rises in his seat day after day and says the time is 
not opportune; that it is inappropriate; that these matters of 
great public importance must not be di cussed in the Senate 
either in the morning hour or at any other time; that they must 
all be referred to a committee without discussion and that the 
merits of them must not be inquired into. Does the committee 
give us time for discussion? 

1\Ir. STONE. I never said such a thing on the floor of the 
Senate or elsewhere. 

·Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator from Missouri for the 
past three weeks has been complaining of discussion in the Sen
ate and has sought by argument, or at least by expression, to 
prevent discussion on the floor of the Senate, insisting that the 
time is too valuable ;.and at the same time the Senate adjourns 
for two or three days when all these great public questions are 
before the Senate and the country ; and they are referred to 
committees. When will the committees giye us some ;Iction on 
these questions? 

I am not reflecting now upon .the Committee on Foreign Rela
tions, but I do say that it is trying the patience of the Senate 
when, not only for weeks, but for months and for years, resolu
tions have been pending touching great public affairs of this 
Nation and we are told to wait until the proper time comes for 
their discussion, while the resolutions and the bills in the mean
time are reposing in the confidence and the secrecy of the corn: 
mittee. 

I think, 1\Ir. President, that the Ohair is absolutely correct in 
his ruling, and I hope that the ruling will be sustained. 

1\lr. LA FOLLETTE. 1\lr. President, I sincerely hope that the 
decision of the Ohair will be sustained. I believe that it is 
sound and that iUs supported by authority and precedent. 

But, sir, I trust that the Ohair will be sustained for another 
and broader reason. 

For 300 years the right of petition has been regarded as a 
sacred popular right. The framers of the Constitution sought to 
preserve the right to the people. The Constitution seems to 
guarantoe to citizens the certain opportunity to have direct 
speech with their representati>e in Congress by petition. But 
the rules of the Senate make the right of Detition little more 
than a sham and a mockery. Petitions are recei>ed without 
r.eading and referred '\vithout debate to a committee. That ends 
it. Petitions representing the arduous labor of months, ex
pressing the hopes and convictions and prayers of thousands of 
people, are brought to the doors of this Chamber in the belief 
that they will receive the considerate attention of this body. 
They reach the Clerk's desk, are ·noted of record, and then _go 
their way swiftly to the lasting silence of the committee's rub
bish room. 

Senators express the fear that if the ruling of the Ohair is 
sustained every Senator thereafter presenting a petition will 
move its reference to some committee, and on that .motion pro
ceed to take up the time of the Senate debating the merits of 
the petition. 
· :Mr. P1·esident, such fears are groundless. It will doubtless 
afford opportunity to bring a petition of special importance to 
the attention of the Senate. If it does this it will make the 
constitutional right of petition of some .value to the people of 
the country and thereby subserve the public interest. Any 
attempt to abuse a privilege which a Senator would have in 
thus bringing to the notice of the Senate a petition of no con
cern to the country would defeat its own aims. But, sir, the 
petition before the Senate this morning justifies the severest 

condemnation of the rule and the practice of the Senate, which 
in effect have operated to abolish the right of petition. 

This petition s11eaks the mind and makes appeal for more 
than a million people. It cries out against the mercenary spilit 
that would coin the honor of our country into profits for the 
manufacturers of arms and ammunitions. 

And it can only find -expression through petition. 
The subsidized press of the country is no indication of what 

the plain people are thinking. We should therefore give the 
largest possible consideration and weight to any other avenues 
of expression of which the people a\ail themselves. But out 
among the plain folk, let me say to you, there is a different 
speech. It was my privilege a little while ago to speak at St. 
Paul to 7,000 farmers, drawn from .Iontana, the two Dakotas, 
northern Iowa, Minnesota, and northern Wisconsin. 

This body of representative farmers adopted resolutions con
demning the preparedness program. Their action was not pre
arranged. · It was spontaneous and unanimous. I believe they 
voiced the calm judgment of the agricultural population of the 
l\lid<lle West. 

1\fr. President, it is conce<led that the manufacture and ship
ment of arms and munitions of war is within the accepted 
precedents and principles of international law as heretofore 
construed and maintained by this country and by most of the 
other countries of the world. 

Buf, sir~ never before in history has b·affi.c in arms with bel
ligerents had the significance tl1at the shipment of munitions of 
war by us to Europe has to-day. The maintenance of that right 
by us has given the breath of life and perpetuity to a war that 
recognizes .no compromise or finish except mutual extermina .. 
tion. 

In the face of such a struggle, involving more than half the 
people of the. world, which has already sacrificed 14,000,000 
lives, precedents must yield to the appeal ofa common.humanity. 

In my judgment, this petition is most significant as an ex
pression of the sentiment of the masses of men and women of 
the United States. 

After the first great horror to the plain people of this country 
of the war came the shock of learning that we are supplying the 
arms and ammunition to maintain it. 

Those who assume that the avera·ge man and woman have be
come har(J.ened to what is transpiring, that they go about theh~ 
daily work unthinking and unmoved by the fact that the money 
power of America is reaping fabulous profits from the awful 
destruction of fellow men in Europe--those who make this 
assumption are· mistaken. This monster petition is a demon
stration of that fact. 

'l'lle people of the East and, perhaps, of the populous centers 
of the West, under the influences of the financial, commercial, 
and industrial pressure, may appear to have caught the war 
fever and to be overwhelmed with fear of attack and mad for 
preparedness. But the great undercurrent of opinion of the 
common folk is one of solemn protest and indignation; 

During the months that I was on the platform this summer I 
found the almost universal sentiment of my audiences to be of 
gratitude that we have been kept out of war, and a no less uni
versal desire for some other way of settling international trou
bles than war. 

The average man does not understand why the United States 
Congress and this adminisb·ation are so indifferent to the world 
situation. I fully realize the enormous difficulties; but I believe 
that history will hold us accountable for our contribution to the 
general holocaust, and I think it will be hard for future genera
tions to understand why the neutral powers kept aloof; why 
they did not unite, under the leadership of the United States, 
in an effort to restore peace .and order. I believe, too, that if 
one-tenth part of the energy and time now directed in agitation 
and investigation of preparedness were to be turned toward 
other means of settlement of international problems for tlw 
future we should restore the confidence of the people and re.· 
deem our place in history. 

'!'his petition, although it relates more particularly to one 
phase of our responsiblity, is a call to action. It should be 
heeded as an appeal for the higher statesmanship that these 
times demand. 

:r.rr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I do not want the opportunity 
to pass without taking advantage of the moment to say that I 
believe in the right of petition as much as any man who ever 
lived, and that the rules of this body can never prevent the 
discussion of any subject that may be brought to the attention 
of the Senate through a petition. Aftei· the. morning hour, 
which would perhaps have closed a few minutes after 12 o'clock, 
any Senator in this body could have spoken the remainder of 
the day upon the petition presented by the Senator from Iowa. 
No Senator could possibly be denied that privilege;_ I never 
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would want him to be deniro it ; and I never would support a 
ruling that would! in any way deny him that right. A petition 
of thi kind, as the Senato:r from Wiscon in has aid, is indeed 
qni:t different from one that may be presented coming !rom 
an individual interested in· ttn. ordinary subject in regard to 
which he desires to appeal to Congress. Even; the one citizen 
has the right to have presented uch a petition; and, not only 
tlrat, if he can inteTest a Senator of tl'te Unite<l States: to bring 
it to the attention of the :people tru·ough the Senate, not one 
tlay but a ID1lnth, if that one Senatox crul occupy the attention 
and the time. oi' th~ Senate so long, can be cm1sumed by him in 
cliscu ing the subject in which that one citizen is intere ·ted. 

Mr. L..J\. FOLLETTE. .MJ.": President--
The VICE PRESIDENT., D()es the Senato1· fL""om Utah yieitl. 

to the Senator from Wi consin? 
1\fr. SMOOT. Certainly. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE That is, on thls pat·ticular ocea ion, 

after the routine busm ~ ha been ~lil'Sued and completed and 
after- thi petition had been carted away to the· oblivion of some 
committee to which it might be referred, then, if I unde~·stand 
the Senator~ lle means that when the- Philippines bill or some 
o-ther bill came before the Senate some Senator, after the oc
c:l.Siorr passed. with the interest pa ed, might rise and- by the 
indUlgence ot the Senate, addr s himself. to the principle. in
volved in this petition when it was conside~·ing some othet· 
. ubject. Does the Senator conceive that to be a hearing upon 
a petition? 

judgment of the Senate. if it should ratify th~ motion of the 
~tor from Nebraska. Everybody coneedes that that :motioD, 
made in that form, by ob erving tho e formalities, would be
debatable. 

1\ttt~ Sl\100'1'. 1\fr: President. wi:ll the Sena.ti>r yield to: me'?. 
ltlr~ CLARKE of Arkansas. Ye.s. 
Mr. SMOOT: The Sen..'\tor· knows. that that moti:on C()Uhl 

· not be made iLI the m{Jl'nin;g hour. 
1\Jr. CLA.RKE o:f Arlrnn ~ The Senator doe not know any 

· such thing. If he <lid, he would n:ot be talking a he is talkinh 
now. 

As the Chair Ilroperly aid, it is, a matteT that is in eonfusi.en 
· if we take fhe simple te.xt or any one of the three rules tfu:Lfi bea 
on the subject. · The Chair is doing now· what htl been done for 
a hundred years-formulating a sensible and enforeea.ble' rule 
that in prop€r eas wfl] extend a J>i'Oper remedy. Wli:enever 
the abuse 00: it is to be dealt with, I take it for granted that 
the same ingenuity which the Senate always: has xereised on 
sueh occa ions wfii relieve it from any serious embarras ment. 

I think the ruling of the Ch.ah· is right, and I intend to rote: 
to sustain it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the :ruling 
of the Chair tand a t:he judgment of the Senate? 

1\Ir. KENYON. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
· The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary wil] cal1 the :roll. 

The See1·etary called the roll, aoo the following Senators an
swered to their names : 

Mr. SMOOT. Not neeessarilyr 1\lr. President, the situation 
described .by the Senator. The Senator must not feel tha.t if Ashur t Hardwick Nel on 

Beckham Hitchcock Newlanils 
Smitn Md. 

moot these. petltiol!l we·e referred to a committee they wonld be Boi:ah Hollis Norris. 
carted into oblivion. The subject matter of these petitions, Brnntlegee Hughes. O'Gorman 
lllr:. President, is one o grave trot the mere reference of them Bryan Hosting Overman 
., , Catron James Page 
\.0 a committee can not place them in oblivio-n. The subject , C'ham~1·tain .Junes Phelan 
matt r of these petitions will be ill cussed upon tlli floo1· during Chillou Kenyon Pittman 
the n Tt two or three montll , not for one day, b.ut :perhaps for Clapp · Kern 'Poindexter 
week. ·. Clark, Wyo. La Foll tte P&merene 

Clarke. Al·k. Lan Rot>inson 
I say to you, Mr. Pre ident, an<l to all the country that it is: a. Cnmmin Lea, T nn. bairoth 

most importn.nt StTb~ and I know that not only are the mil- Curtis Lee,. Md. heppard 
lion \rho hav signed the petitiolll intere ted in the matter, but f~~~am ~~~ex ~~!id:n 
that other millions in the United States are likewise interested. F~ tea Martin. va.. hnmon 
1\Ir. President, as fax as I am concerned in thi matter. that what Gronna Martine, N.J. mith, Ariz: 
I suid about the 1mle I fully belieTe to be not only the rule of Harding Myers Smith, Ga. 

I" ling 
Stone 

utherland 
wan on 

Thomas. 
Tbomp on 
Tillman 
To n erul 
Vard:tman 
Wadswo,rth 
Walsh 
Wru-ren 
Weeks 
William 
Work. 

the body but its practice; and when I vote not to sustain the 1.\.ir. TOWNSE ... TD. The senior Senator from lillchi..,.an [l\lr~ 
'ruling of the Cbait• at thi time I want it ·distinctly understood SMITH] i paired with the junior Senator from Missouri [1\It·. 
tbat I am not voting with refe~·ence to the petition or the sub- : REED}~ I desire that this announcement may stand on all Yot 
j 1: of the petition in any way. : for the day. 

I simply wanted to say that much because I <.lid not want to 1\lr. CURTIS. I am requested to unnounee that the seni r 
be placed in n \:Vrong attitude before tJ1e people of the United Senator from New Hampshlre [Mr. GALLINGER] i una'\""oidabiy 
States. It is for that rea on, and that only, tha.t I '•peak at this detained from the Senate, and that the junior Senntor from 
time, and I '\"Ote ~ · I shall because I believe the rule to be as I West ViF<rinia [lli. GoFF] i detained on account of siclme -·. 
have tnted.. Not only do I believe tbe rule t(} be that way, but Mr. STONE. I de tre to announce the ab ence of the junior 
it hash n the practice. Thi'ough the rule an<l by the practice Senator from Delaware [1\Ir. SAl.JLSB:UitY] on. account Of ilfn . 
of the Senate D{} man or woman in tbe United tates can ever be , He is paired with the junior Senato1~ ft·om Rhode I land [Mr. 
denied thP- right of petition or ever b denied a hearing upon this CoLT}. I will let this announcement stand for the day. 
floor, if our roles are adhered to by this body. Mr. BORAH. I desire to. announce the absence of my coi-

lUr. CLARKE of Arkan as.. 1\lr. President, I lill:ve listened league [1\lr. BRADY] on account of illne . He is pa.ired wiHt the 
with ~me attention to what Senators who antagonize Qle ruling junior Senator fi·om South Dakota [l\11·. JoHNsoN]. I ·win let 
of the Chair have had to say without being convinced that the thi announcement stand :fur the clay. 
opinion I have heretofore expressed is erroneou . 1\Ir. MARTINE of Ne\Y J"ersey. I have been requested to an-

'rhe force of the argument seems to be that the rule announced nounce the absence of the junior Senator from South Carolina 
by th Chait .. would destroy the morning hour. The morning [Mr. s~mH] owing to illn s in his family. 
hour is habitu:tlly destroyed by taking a recess from the clay Tlle VICE PRE !DENT. Seventy-one Senators have an-
before whenever the exigencies of the occasion seem to demand swered to tile roll call. There is a quorum present. 
such adion. It is within the recollection of all Senators that 1\fr. STONE. Mr. President, inasmuch as omething like tw 
it is likewise habitually set aside by the unanimous consent of ' hours have been taken up in debate, and I imagine all Senator 
the Senate on nearly every day for the pm·pose of considering, who desire to expre s themselves on the general ubject em~ 
by unanimous consent, uncontested bills that are pre en ted by bodied in the proposed legi lation have ai<l what they wislt l: 
the c mmitte . to ~Y. not desiring now to further detain the Senate, I ''ill~ 

The rule i not likely to become abused, for the reason that with the consent of the Senate, withdraw the appeal tating, 
it i at all times under the control of the Senate. If a motion however. that I challenge and protest against the ruling. antl 
to refer is made for captious purposes, Ol' for purposes to de- that on some futm·e occasion when the question ari es I shall 
Jay, a motion to lay it on the table will take the whole matter be glad to debate the matter again before the Chair an<l the 
out of tbe control of the Senate, if that is the wish of the Senate. Senate and ask the judgment of the Senate. 
There is not any po sil>le force in the suggestion that we are The VICE PRESIDENT. Before the record is finally mall 
deliberately abolishing the morning hour simply because we the Chair desires to announce, in connection with the rolinO', 
nllmY reasonable debate on a. propo ititon to refer, or to take a that the Chair is not of the opinion that the ruHng of the. Chair 
matter from one committee and refer it to another, because the made on June 21, 1913 is .at all in conflict with the ruling IDa(le . 
pm·ticular question now before the Senate is thi : to-day. That ruling was in connection with a. commtmication 

The Ohair announced that under the practice it would be fi·om the Attorney General of the United State , an<.I was neit11c r 
proper to refer the petition to the Committee on Foreign Re- a petition nor a memorial 
lations, but that he would recognize the Selilltor from Nebraska 1\Ir. ffiTCHCOCK. • Mr. President, I also a k unanim u 
for tll purpose of. rru:tking a motion to refe1· the petition to the cons;ent to withdraw my motion to- refer tl1e uetition to the 

ommittee on Commerce. The logical effect of that was a Committee on Commerce, and I leare the matter to the Chair. 
motion to di charge the Committee on Foreign Relations fi•om The VICE PRESID&~. The Cllcc'lir will refer tlte petition 
the further consideration of the subject and substitute the to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 



1916. CONGRESSIONAL REOORD-.SENATE, 1621 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

l\fr. SMITH of Georgia. M.c. President, I send to the desk a 
very short letter, which I ask may be read and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. . 

There being no objection, the letter was read and referred ·to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 

· BERLIN, December 18, 191Jf. 
Senator HOKE SMITH, Washi11.Qton, D. a. 

DEAR SENATOR: As our association has stood, and still stands, for 
the development and promotion of -American trade with Germany, we 
take the liberty of bringing the two following cases to your notice. 

"\\'e have since outbreak o1 the war bad several instances where 
American goods have been held up by the British Government, <'ausing 
our American branches in Germany .a great deal of trouble. If ·thi.s 
policy is continued, the offices of our American houses will have to 
close business. 

One of the two very flagrant cases we are sending you to-day is the 
complaint of the representative of the J()hn B. Stetson Co., of Phila
delphia-members of ours-in which we are informed that goods will 
not be accepted in New York by the steamship companies for trans
portation unless certified to by a sworn statement that such goods will 
not go to Germany or the central powers. The John B. Stetson Co. 
have until recently been able to get their goods through to Germany 
via the Scandinavian countries. 

The second complaint is that of our member, the Remington Type
writer Co., which company bas succeeded in getting its goods as- i'ar 
as Goteborg, but can not honestly make a sworn statement that the 
goods are not intended for Germany. One very interesting tact in 
eonnection with this latter case is that these goods, being some hun
drecl cases of typewriters, are allowed to go to Russia. 

We would also call your attention to the fact that the British 
Government, in refusing to allow these goods to enter Germany, is 
striking a blow at American trade and only assisting German type
writer firms to better compete with the American product. 

We are well aware that you must be flooded with similar requests 
from our American firms, but as these two firms are well known all 
over the United States, we think you might be able 'to make good use 
cf these two cases and possibly bring the matter before Congress. · 

If this policy continues to be pursued by Great Britain, it will in 
Yery short time completely ruin Am'erican trade in Germany and 
Austria, which it has required inany years of hard work and pains
taking to build up. 

Knowing, as we do, that you take great interest in this matter, and 
trusting that any efforts you may make will create a more favorable 
situation, as we take the standpoint that United States manufacturers 
have the perfect right to do business with any bE)lligerent, provided 
the products in question are not contraband. 

We have the honor to remain, 
Very truly, yours, . 

AMERICAN ASSOCIATION . OF COMMERCE AND TRADE, 
GEO. S. ATWOOD, Secretary. 

Mr. NELSON pr~sented a memorial of the Layman's Mis
sionary Association of Duluth, Minn., remonstrating against 
the repeal of the tr.eaty of 1855 prohibiting the sale of in
toxicants in certain territory in the State of Minnesota, which 
was referred to tbe Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Commercial Club of 
Little Falls, Minn., remonstrating against a tax on gasoline, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. . 

Mr. ROBINSON. I have a letter from Mr. J. D. Goldman, 
president of the Lesser-Goldman Cotton Co., of St. Louis, Mo., 
in regard to the cotton-futures act, and with especial reference 
to section 11 of that act. I ask that the letter may be printed 
in the RECORD and referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

There being no objection, the letter was referred to the Com
mittee on Agriculture .and Forestry and ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows : 

Hon. Jos. T. ROBINSON, 
Washington, D. 0. 

ST. Lours~ Mo., January 15, 191B. 

DEAR SIR : In regard to the cotton-futures act which bas been re
tntroduced in the House by Mr. LEVER, section 11 of the bill forbids 
sending orders to buy or sell futur·es on the foreign exchanges, a:nd, 
in consequence, the European merchants are given such an advantage 
that it is possible for them to monopolize the export business, which 
amounts to 60 per cent of the American cotton crop. 

In consequence of this, the American cotton merchant hereafter can 
deal only with the European merchant by reason of the fact that he 
can not deal direct with the consumer abroad, as the consumers abroad 
buy for forward deliveries, and always buy based on Liverpool or 
Havre futures, and if we sell cotton · abroad for forward delivery the 
natural hedge is the market in which we sell the cotton and not in 
the New York or New Orleans markets, whieh in no way reflect the 
variations in exchange, freights, etc. 

We also do not see how we can continue to ship cotton to Europe 
for sale on or after arrival, for the reason that if we ship or h.edge in 
New York we run the risk of the freight and exchange markets between 
the time the cotton is shipped and sold, and, as freights are seven times 
higher than normal values, this is a risk no one wants to undertake. 

Consequently the effect of section 11 is as follows : 
First. European merchants are given a monopoly of the European 

business, competition is restricted, and prices are atrected in this 
country. 

Second. By reason of the fact that the American merchants can 
not do a forward business and are unwilling to ship cotton to Liver
pool on consignment and hedge in this country. exports are obstructed, 
an!l the surplus of the crop is remaining in this country and atrectlng 
prices. 

LmssER-GOLDHAN COTTON Co., 
CoTTON BUYERS, · 

ns-m 8.outh Main Street, St. Louis, Mo;, Janf.&ary 15, 1916. 
Hon. J. T . ROBIN'SON : 

y;le are inclosing you an example of .a transaction showing clearly the 
injusticE.> done to an American cotton merchant, who is obliged under the 
Lever bill to hedge in New York. · · · 

This bill affects the · cotton merchant in this way: They have many 
times during the season opportunities to buy in the interior on a safe 
Li-verpool basis, and if they can do so they would take the cott<m oft' the 
market and sell in Liverpool against their purchases ; but, as the Lever 
bill prohibits this, they are obliged to stay out -of the market and the 
cotton then becomes a w-eight until such time as the American mills may 
want it or there is an i>utlet fro-m some other source. As the mills 
generally ·know the -amount of cotton left in the country they take their 
time -about buying, and · for that reason 'it 'Very often depresses va1ues; 
as the cotton merchant can not relieve the situation unless he can insure 
himself by covers against loss. · 

As this bill in its present form is so obviously unfair to the American 
cotton merchant, we -are writing you to call vour attention to the objec
tionable feature of the bill and ask you to vote for the elimination .of 
section J.~ when th·e bill is again presented, leaving the rest of the bill 
intact. · 

Yours, very truly, 
LESsER--GOLDMAN CoTTON Co., 

By J. D. GOLDM~, Pt'e8ident. 

. Ea:ample of 11JO bales of cotton sold Sept. 1 for shipment to LiverpoolJ 
hedged by the rmrchase of 100 uales January contt·acts New Y.oTI;, 
or hedged by the pu.rchaJw of 100 bales of January-February contracts 
in Liverpool m~il liq-uidated Jan. 6, 1!}16. 

Sold Sept. 1, 100 bales middling Texas, January shipment; eost, 
freight, insurance, and 6 per cent tare Liverpool (basis ocean 
freight at $1.25) --------------------------------------- • 12. 94 

Bought Sept. 1, 100 January contracts, New Y_ork___________ 10. 28 
TRA-<VSACTION LIQUIDATED JAN. 6. 

Bought J-an. 6, 100 B/C middling Te:xas, .January shipment; 
cost, freight, insurance, and 6 per <-.ent tare Liverpool (basis 
ocean freight, $2.75)------------------------------- 16.65 

Sold Jan. 6, 100 January contracts, New York________________ 12. 25 
NET RESULT OF TR~~S.iCTIO~ BASED ON NEW YORK HEDGE. 

Sold Sept. 1 , 100 middling Texas___________________________ 12. 94 
Bought Jan. G, 100 middling Texas------------------------- 1G. G5 

Loss on spots, 371 points. 
Bought Sept. 1, 100 January contracts-------~------- 10:. 23 
Sold Jan. 6, 100 January contracts---------------------- 12. 25 

Profit on futures, 197 points. 
Net loss on transaction based on New York hedge, 174 points, equal 

$8.70 per bale. 
SAME TRA:NSACTION BASED ON LIVERPOOL HEIJGE. 

Sold Sept. 1, 100 bales middling Texas, January shipment; cost, 
freight, insurance, .and 6 per cent tare Liverpgol (basis ocean 
freight, $1.25)' ------------------------------------

Bought Sept. 1, 100 January-February contracts LiverpooL __ _ 
'l'Ik\NSACTIO~ LIQUIDATED J.!.N. 6. 

Bought Jan. G, 100 bales middling Texas, January shipment; 
cost, freight, tnsu:rnnee, and 6 per eent t11.re Liverpool (basis 
ocean i'lleight, S2. 75) -----------------··----------------Sold Jan. 6, 100 January-February, LiverpooL _____________ _ 

NET RESULT OF TRA~SACTION BASED ON LIVERPOOL- HEDGE. 

$12. 9·i 
5. 9~ 

1G.65 
8.00 

Sold Sept. 1, 100 middling Tens-------------------------- 12. 94 
Bought Jan. 8, 100 middling Texas ------------------------ 16. Ci5 

Loss on spots, 371 points. 
Bought Sept. 1, 100 January-February contracts, LiverpooL___ 5. 92 
Sold Jan. 6, 100 January-February contracts, LiverpooL______ 8. 00 

Profit on futures, 208 Liverpool points, or 416 Amerfean points. 
Net profit on transaction based, 45 American points, eqnal to 2.25 

per bale. 
Therefore, if the transaction had been hedged in J.'"ew York, tbel'Q 

would have been a loss ()f $8.70 per bale. 
If bedg~ in Liverpo-ol, a profit of $2.25 per bale. 
Difference in favor of Liverpool, $10.95 per bale. 

EXPLANATION. 
September 1: January New York, $10.20; January-February Livel'

pool, $5.92; itift'erence equal 156 points. 
Janunry 6: January New York, $12.25; January-February Liveq>Ool, 

$8.00; d:Urerence equal 375 points. 
New York advanced 197 points; Liverpool advanced 416 points 
Liverpool advance compared with New York is represented by advanc{\ 

in freight. 
Mr. KERN presented memorials of sundry citizens of Alien 

County and of Noblesville and South Wabash, nil in the State 
of Indiana, remonstrating against an increase in armaments, 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affair . 

He also presented a petition of the Sud-Seite Sehwaben, of 
Indianapolis, Ind., and a petition of sundry citizens of Grant 
County, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro

, hibit citizens of this country from using the ship of be1ligerent 
nations, which were referred to the Committee on Fol'eign 
Relations. • 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of ~ untoga, 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to prolri.bit inter
state commerce in the products of. cllilC. 1abor, which were rP
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of Local Grange No. 19, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Eden, Wyo., praying for the establish
ment of a system of rural credits, which was -referred to t11e 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 



1622 CONGRESSIONAL ·REOORD-SEN~t\.TE. JANUARY 27, 

1\Ir. WEEKS pre ·cnted a petition of sundry citizens of Boston, 
l\Ias ., praying for a readjustment of the tax on the admission to 
theaters, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. · 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Boston, 
Mass., praying for the imposition of a duty on dyestuffs, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Holyoke, 
l\las ., praying for Federal censorship of motion pictures, which 
was referred to the Committee on Educa~:on and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the Federated Irish Societies 
of Mas achusetts, praying for the placing of an embargo on 
munitions of war, which were referred to the · Committee on 
Foreign Relations. -

Mr. WADSWORTH presented petitions of the congregation 
of t11e First Congregational Church of Bay Shore; of the Cen
tenary Methodist Episcopal Chm·ch, of Malone; and of sundry 
citizens of Albany, all in the State of New York, praying for 
Federal censorship of motion pictures, which were referred to 
t~e Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the Ingalls oo: and the A. C. 
Cheney Piano Action Co., of Castleton; of the H. F. Chalfonte 
Paper Co., of Rock City Falls; antl of John Leggett & Son, of 
Troy, all in the State of New York, pra.Ying for the imposition 
of a duty on dye tuffs, which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

1\lr. PAGE presented a petition of the Ryegate Paper Co., of 
East Ryegate, Vt., praying for the impo ition of a tax on dye
stuffs, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

1\.Ir. DU PONT presented petitions of sundry citizens of Wi1-
mington and Greenwood, in the State of Delaware, praying for 
the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution granting the 
right of suffrage to women, which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

1\lr. LEA. of Tennessee, from the Committee to Audit and Con
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was re
fen·ed Senate resolution No. 43, for the appointment of a com
mittee to investigate and inquire into the causes of the existing 
freight blockade and embargoes on the trunk-line railroads 
entering into the port of New York, reported it with an amend
ment. 

He also, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 668) making it unlawful for 
any Member of Congress to serve on or solicit funds · for any 
political committee, club, or organization, reported it with an 
amendment and submitted a report (No. 73) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred the 
following bills, reported them each without amendment and sub
mitted reports thereon : 

S. 665. A bill to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to 
publicity of contributions and expenditures made for the pur
pose of influencing the nomination and election of candidates 
for the offices of Representative and Senator in the Congress of 
the United States, limiting the amount of campaign expenses, 
and for other purposes (Rept. No. 74) ; and 

S. 669. A bill to limit the use of campaign funds in presi
dential and national .elections ( Rept. No. 75). 

Mr. HUGHES (for l\Ir. SHIVELY) submitted a report (No. 
71), accompanied by a bill ( S. 3984) granting pensions and 
ine1·ease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil 
War and certain widows and dependent relatives of such sol
diers and sailors, which was read twice by its title, the uill 
being a substitute for the following Senate bills heretofore 
referred to that committee: 

S. 9. Patience Rosa Archer. 
S. 86. John T. Pribble. 
S. 87. Sarah Saxey. 
S. 88. Erasmus W. Tatlock. 
S. 10-1. Silas w. Norris. 
S.118. Simeon L. Wilson. 
S.120. John Nighswander. 
S. 123. William E. Howard. 
S. 148. Paleman S. Castle. 
S.150. Jennie R. Cusick. 
S. 170. .Annie Bridges. 
8.173. Rosa Rossiter. 
S. 18~. .Anna Barker. 
S. 183. Gustav Schoneck. 
S. ~03. Theodore Basterdes. 
S. 209. Margaret P. Sherman. 
S. 249. Charles R.. Potter. 
S. 297. Hiram F. Brundage. 
S. 354. 1\I::try C. Hills. 
S. 3G3. Patrick J. Quigley. 

S. 368. Nellie Judkins. 
S. 369. Alva l\1. Titchont. 
S. 371. Francis Blanchard 
S. 402. Fidelia 1\I. Waffle. 
S. 423. John R. Mabee. 
S. 525. William I. Scott. 
S. 528. Edwin D. Kaynor. 
S. 533. George A. Barker. 
S. 534. 1\Ielcenia C. Baker. 
S. 566. Christiana H. Nicholls. 
S. 65 . John S. Corson. 
S. 659. Clarinda A. Spear. 
S. 663. Daniel L.' 1.'hompson. 
S. 772. Robert H. Barton. 
S. 859. ·An.tl Peterson. 
S. 960. Adeline Reynolds. 
S. 962. George H. Shefter. 
S. 004. John F. Treadwell. 
S. 965. Henry G. Wilsou. 
S. 994. John R. Snook. 
S. 997. Elizabeth Kniffin. 
S.1008. DaYid Youts. 
S. 1014. George Bateson. 
S.1018. Daniel W. Coan. 
S. 1043. l\Iary King. 
S.1108. John W. Greene. 
S.1110. Peter S. Hare. 
S. 1119. Jefferson Lyons. 
S. 1125. Andy Perrin. 
S. 1127. Burton Gillaspie. 
S. 1135. Henry Creet-y. 
S. 1144. '.rurner Barns. 
S. 1146. Rachel A. 'Vooumausee. 
S. 1154. James E. Bacon. 
S. 123 . Alden Power . 
S. 1239. Duane F. Perkins. 
S .. 1249. Sylvester Stewart. 
S. 1305. Joseph l!,. Grawe. 
S. 1329. George F. Cowau. 
S. 133fi. Frederick A. Heebner. 
S. 1347. William H. l\Iauley. 
S. 1419. William Cake (alias William Baker)'. 
S. 1427. William H. Hills. · 
S. 1440. Eliza .J. Banning. 
S. 1443. Martha Connor. 
S. 1444. Anastasia Corcoran. 
S. 144G. Mary C. Daniels. 
S. 14.~1. Sarah F. Hovey. 
S. 1G05. William Houdebush. 
S.1507. Charles Whitkemper. 
S.1508. John Smiley. · 
S. 1511. Nancy Wilson. 
S. 151G. 'Villiam Whitten. 
S.1518. Georgia B. Nelson. 
S. 1521. Sarah 'l'. Wright. 
S.1522. Eliza J. Well . 
S.1524. John l\1. Pittman. 
S. 1531. l\.Iartha .A. Ueynolus. 
S. 1694. Alllert .A. Lance. 
S. 1729. OLiver K. Landrew. 
S.173G. George Crawford. 
S. 1785. Edward 1\.Ionis. 
S. 1787. Kelson Briley. 
S. 1789. James L. Spaulding. 
S.1794. James M. Jame ·on. 
S.1928: Henry Wilcox. 
S. 1935. James A. Snodgrass. 
S.1941. James P. 'Veter. 
S. 1945. William H. Le,\·is. 
S.1957. Elias B. Thomp on. 
S. 196::!. Sarah E. Premier. 
S. 2243. Enoch F. Anderson. 
S. 2246. 1\.Iaria Sm·age. 
S. 2251. 1\farrietta. Fowler. 
S. 2283. Francis B. Nofsinger. 
S. 2294. John Alexander. 
S. 2313. 1\lary Jane Drew. 
S. 2333. Enoch l\1. l\lartin. 
S. 2350. Gardner B. Taylor. 
S. 2400. Agnes E. Tooker. 
S. 2479. Nelson Haggerty. 
S. 2488. Minnie 1\lahler. 
S. 2494. Annie T. l\IcCre-ary. 
S. 2495. James A. Lucas. 
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S. 2516. Amanda Phillips. 
S. 2523. Ellen L. Webster. 
S, 2561. Annie E. Nave. 
S. 2577. Maria J". Mahon. 
S. 2583.. Sigmund Bauer. 
S. 2655. Martin B. Worrell 
S. 2733. Ruth A. Smith. 
S. 2786. Edwin W. Haynes. 
S. 2866. Daniel K. Cummings. 
S. 2867. J"ames M. Crossman. 
S. 2877. George Dallison. 
S. 2906. Elijah Booher. 
S. 2927. Mary El. Taylor. 
S. 2944. Burton Vanhook. 
S. 2945. Andrew J". Woolf. 
S. 2952. J" ohn Woods. 
S. 2996. Milton P. J" ulian. 
S. 3068. Mary C. Lyon. 
S. 3080. Lucie B. Kasson. 
S. 3113. Norman B. Stacy. 
S. 3138. Florence K. Patterson. 
S. 3214. Mary A. Hoon. 
S. 3299. Milton T. Callahan, jr~ 
S. 3363. William Thomas. 
S. 3366. Edmund Hishley. 
S. 3399. Stephen P. Stites. 
S. 3411. Carrie V. Lawton. 
S. 3427. J"ohn M. Null. 
S. 3437~ Mary H. Babcock. 
S. 3440. J" ohn J" ohnston. 
S. 949. Ella Taylor. 
S. 3515. Sidney A. Ladd. 
S. 3627. Daniel Casey. 
S. 3652. J"imeson S. Tweed. 
S. 3698. Lucinda Applegate. 
S. 3717. Bernard McNaney. 
Mr. HUGHES (for 1\fr. SHIVELY), from the Committee on 

Pensions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 8493) granting 
pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
of the Civil War, and certain widows and dependent children of 
soldiers and sailors of said war, reported it with amendments 
and submitted a report (No. 72) thereon. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the joint resolution ( S. J". Res.. 37) to amend Senate 
joint resolution No. 8, approved May 4, 1898, entitled "Joint 
resolution providing for the adjustment of certain claims of the 
United States against the State of Tennessee and certain claims 
against the United States," reported it with amendments and 
submitted a report (No. 88) thereon. 

1\lr. SMOOT, from the Committee o·n Public Lands, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported: them severally with
out amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

S. 31. A bill for the relief of J"ohn L. Sevy (Rept. No. 83); 
S. 32. A bill for the relief of William G. Williams, sr. (Rept. 

No. 84.) ·; · 
S. 33. A bill for the relief of Daniel M. Frost (Rept. No. 85) ;· 

and · 
S. 36. A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue 

patents for certain lands to the town,,of .Duehesner Utah (Rept. 
No. 86). 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill ( S. 3346) conferring jurisdiction on 
the Court of Claims to adjudicate the claims of the State of 
Massachusetts, asked to be discharged from its further consider
ation and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims ; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian .Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 3391) to amend an act entitled "An act 
for the relief of Indians occupying railroad lands in Arizona, 
New Mexico, or California," appToyed March 4, 1913, reported 
i~ without amendment and submitted a report (No. 87) thereon. 

1\ir. MYERS, from the Committee on Public Lands, to which 
was referred the following bills, reported them each without· 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: · 

S. 1388. A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
furnish l;lot water from the hot springs on the Hot Springs ·Res
ervation for drinking and bathing purposes free of cost to the 
LeoN. Levi Memorial Hospital Association (Rept. No. 82) ;· and 

S. 1843. A bill to· authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
acquire certain right of way near Engle, N.Mex. (Rept. No. 81): 

·He also, from the same committee, to w~ch was referred the 
bill { s. 3132) providing for the homestead entry of certain lands 
in the State of Washington, and for other purposes, re{iorted it 
with amendments and submitted a report: (N:o. 79) - th~n. 

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally with an amendment and 
submitted reports thereon: · 

S. 1840. A bill to amend an act entitled "An act to establish 
a Court of Private Land Claims and to provide for the settlement 
of private land claims in certain States and Territories," ap
proved 1\farch 3, 1891, and the acts amendatory thereto, ap
proved February 21, 1893, J"une 27, 1898, and February 26, 1909 
(Rept. No. 80); and · 

S. 3581. A bill releasing the claim of the United States Gov
ernment to that portion of land, being a fractional block, bounded 
on the north and east by Bayou Cadet, on the west by Cevallos 
Street, and on the south by Intendencia Street, in the old city 
of Pensacola, Fla. (Rept. No. 78). 

IUCHABD DAELEY. 

Mr. MYERS. From th·e Committee on Public Lands I report 
back favorably, with an amendment, the bill (S. 809) authoriz
ing the Secretary of the Interior to accept the application for 
land entry of Richard Daeley, and I submit a report (No. 76) 
tllereon. I call the attention-of the Senator from~ North Dakota 
[Mr. McCuMBER] to the report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the 
calendar. 

LAND IN PENSACOLA, FLA. 

Mr. MYERS. From the Committee on Public Lands I report 
back favorably, without amendment, the bill (S. 3580) releas
ing the claim of the Uniteu States Government to lot numbered 
300 in the old city of Pensacola, Fla., and I submit a report 
(No. 77) thereon. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. FLETcHER] to the report. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President--
Mr. SMOOT. Let us get through with the morning business. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the cal-

endar. · 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follo-ws : • 

By Mr. WARREN: 
A bill ( S. 3985) fo1· the relief of C. E. Anderson; to the Com-

mittee on Claims. · 
A bill ( S. 3986) granting certain coal lands to the to,v11 of 

Kaycee, Wyo. (with accompanying papers);· and 
A bill (S. 3987) to patent certain lands to the State of \Vyo

ming; to the Committee on Public Lands. 
By Mr~ HOLLIS: . 
A bill ( S. 3988) to correct the military record of Joseph 

Kenney ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. FLETCHER: 
A bill { S. 398b) for the relief of Luanna Ross ; to the Com

mittee on Claims. 
By 1\fr. O'GORMAN: 
A bill ( S. 3990) for the relief of Samuel A. Russel ; to the 

Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 
A bill ( S. 3991) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 

J. Young (with accompanying papers); 
A bill ( S. 3992) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

Campbell (with a-ccompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 3993) granting an increase of pension to Charles S. 

Thompson (with accompanying papers) ; 
A ·bill (S. 3994) granting an increase of pension to J"onas 0. 

Johnson (with accompanying papers) ; and 
A bill ( S. 3995) granting a pension to Alice A. Kearney 

(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. WORKS : 
A bill (S. 3996) granting an increase of pension to Mattie 

Tryon Spangler (with accompanying papers); and 
A bill ( S. 3997) granting an increase of pension to Ledroit 0. 

Prosser (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Virginia: 
A bill ( S. 3998) to amend an act relating to the public utili

ties commi,ssion of the District of Columbia, approved March 
4, 1913; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WEEKS: ~ 
A bill ( S. 3999) to remove the charge of desertion against 

;James Madden; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. KERN: 
A bill (S. 4000) granting an increase of pension to Jolm L. 

Blackburn (with accompanying papers); 
A bill ( S. 4001) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

Beckwith (with accompanying pape1·s}; 
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A bill ( S. 4002) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Yount (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4003) granting an incrense of pension to Edward 
D. Litsey (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill ( S. 4004) granting a pension to Nelson White (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4005) granting an increase of pension to Emily P. 
Hubbard (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 4006) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
McComb (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4007) to conect the military record of Ralph 
Cloud; · 

A bill (S. 4008) for the relief of John Fitzgerald (with ac
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4009) for the relief of Nathan Manzer (with ac
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4010) for the relief of Thomas J. Gardner (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill ( S. 4011) for the relief of William H. Lung (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs . • 

By 1\Ir. DU PONT: 
A bill (S. 4012) granting an increase of pension to Ruth A. 

Hazzard; to the Committ-ee on Pensions. 
By 1\Ir. l\!ARTINE of New Jersey: 
A bill ( S. 4013) granting an increase of pension to 'Villiam 

J. Hull (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By l\fr. POMERENE (for 1\fr. SAULSBURY): 
A bill ( S. 4014) to supplement existing legislation relative to 

the United States Court for China and to increase the serv
iceability thereof; to the Committe} on Foreign Relations. 

OIL AND GAS LA ~DS. 

Mr. 'V ARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 406) to authorize exploration 
for and disposition of coal, phosphate, oil, ga_s, potassium. or 
sodium, which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
and ordered to be printed. · 

THE NAVY. 

1\Ir. TILL1\1A...'N". 1\!r. President, I desire to give notice thnt 
to-morrow, Friday, the 28th instant, after the conclusion of 
the routine morning business, I shall ., ddress the Senate on tha 
subject of the Navy. 

GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPIXES. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. '.rhe hour of 2 o'clock haYing ar
riYed, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which is Senate bill 381. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill ( S. 381) to declare the purpose of the people 
of the United States as to the future political status of the people 
of the Philippine Islands and to .pro\ide a more autonomous gov
ernment for those islands. 

[l\Ir. CLARKE of L\.rkan as addressed the Senate. Se~ Ap
pendix.] 

1\Ir. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I am very sorry that the 
Senator from Arkansas has seen fit in his· wisdom to propose 
this yery radical amendment to this \ery well-considered bill, 
a bill which has not only been considered in the present Senate 
Committee on the Philippines, but in the Senate Committee on 
the Philippines of the preceding Congress, and which, substan
tially in its present form, passed the House of Representatives 
after full consideration by the co.,mmittee there. 

I recognize, l\1r. President, howe\er, that there is-particularly 
on this side of the Chamber-a strong sentiment favorable to the 
idea which this amendment proposes to enact. It is apparently 
an impulsiYe and rather thoughtless sentiment in favor of getting 
rid of the Philippines regardless of the consequences, regardless 
of the history of the past 15 years, regardless of .the interests 
o\er there "·hich have become vested under American control, 
and regardless of the international results which are likely to 
follow. Out o~ deference to that sentiment on this side of the 
Chamber, I propose· to-day particularly to point out "'hat I con
sider to be some yery serious defects in the pending amendment, 
even if it is proposed to enact it. 

I ask the attention of the Senator from Arkansas to what 
I shall say in the nature of an analysis of the amendment that 
he proposes. First, let me draw attention to the difference be· 
tw·een the bill and the amendment. The bill proposes to carry 
out the past policy of the United States with regard to the Phil· 
ippine Islands by giving to the people of the Philippines a larger 
degree of self-government than they have ever had in their his
tory before. It also pr'oposes in the preamble to gi\e to the 

Philippine people the pledge of the United States that some day 
it is the intention of the United States to bestow independence 
upon them when their permanent interests require it. . 

Now, I shall not discuss the reasons for that phraseology in 
the preamble. I may say . to the Senate that the committees 
that considered the preamble found great difficulty in agreeiug 
on the phraseology, and that the phraseology finally adoptecl 
was in the nature of a compromise in order to come as near as 
possible to harmonizing the different views of Senators, and 
with the v-iew all the time of conveying to the Philippine people 
such a promise as would satisfy them with the present legisla
tion, and such a promise as would lead them on in the course 
of the development of self-government to higher and higher 
standards. But that preamble I shall not consider. 

Let me now draw attention to the amendment, which is 
really the pending question before the Senate. The Senator 
from Arkansas first drew his amendment so that it would rc· 
sult in the separation of the Philippine Islands from the United 
States within two years. He soon found, after he had presentel! 
it and discussed it informally, that that would not do. He soon 
found that that was impracticable. .. 

1\Ir. CL...'\RKE of Arkansas. Let me say to the Senator I dlt.l 
not change two years to four years as a result of any attention 
I gaye the subject. I think two years amply sufficient now, 
but I had to conform to the views of other Senators. If any
body is responsible for that, the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. OVERMAN] is. 

I\Ir. HITCHCOCK~ I will change it. I will say the Senator 
from Arkansas soon found that it was necessary to change tltc 
amendment, just as I think I can demonstrate to him it ·will l>e 
necessary to change the present amendment, either to secure 
\Otes for it or to comply with obligations which I run sure the 
Senator from Arkansas will recognize when I point them out. 

First, he proYides in his amendment that the President, within 
four years, must net, unless after the four years ha\e expired 
he finds conditions such that he should not act. The Senator 
evidently intends to say that the President shall act within 
four years, unless some time during the fom·-year period be 
finds he should not act before the limit arrives. There is n 
sligllt change which he must make if he would m.ake his amend
ment wnrkable. 

The President of the United States is required by this man
datory provision to act within four years; and yet it is said 
that after tl1e fOUl' years have expired, if he finds at tllat time. 
after he has failed to comply with the law, he may then find n 
reason for not complying with it ·and submit it to Congress. He 
e\idently intends, I am SUl'e, to pro\ide that if the President 
finds at any time during the four years--

1\Ir. CLARKE of Arkansas. No; the Senator is entirely rnis~ 
taken. It is contemplated that there will be some strife among 
political parties. It may go beyond permissible lengths; it 
may be to-morrow. It may arise and disappear before the ex
piration of the foUl· years; but if there is a continuing condi
tion such as to warrant the President in saying it is likely to 
grow infinitely worse, and in gro"ing worse involve upon u ·· 
the exercise of authority, to gi\e time to submit it to another Con
gress, to see whether or not it is necessary to somewhnt mollify 
the rule. laid down in existing law. .. 

l\Ir. HITCHCOCK. But the Senator does not submit it to 
Congress. 

1\fr. CLARKE of Arkansas. · Congress needs no right. -The 
President has a right to submit to Congress anything he desires 
to submit at any time. It is not necessary to confer tllis by 
statute. On the other hand, Congress can take up the whole 
subject, without reference to the President or anybody else, nt 
any session of Congress, this one included. 

1\fr. HITCHCOCK. Does the Senator intend by his amellll
ment that the President may submit it at any time? 

1\Ir. CL_.t\RKE of Arkansas. No; it simply affords Congress an 
opportunity to take it up without the President. It is not neces
sary to submit it in order to confer jurisdiction on Congress to 
deal with it again. 

The amendment itself settles that. That answers the ques
tion. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If the President fails to act within four 
years, he has violated this act. · 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Yes; if he fails to act in four 
years and does not extend the time, he has violated the act 
and violated his oath of offi~e. . 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Then you compel him to violate the act 
before he submits it to Congress.· 

_Mr. CLARKE of Ai·kansas: - W,e do. not compel him to submit 
it to Congress. He issues a pr~clamation extending the policy. 

1\fr. HITCHCOCK. But you compel him to violate the act. · 
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l\lr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I de;> not know_ what the Se~ator 

means by that. · 
l\lr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I can no_t beUm·e tllat the 

Senator from Arkansas realizes what the Senator ,from Ne
braska means, because it is \ery plain that the intent of the 
Senator from Arkansas is not coYered by the language of 
the net. 

l\Ir. HITCHCOCK. That is ratller a minor matter, and I 
shall proceed to the next difficulty. Under the amendment 
which the Senator offers the President is only permitted to 
submit this question again to Congress in case the interests of 
the Philippines make it desirable. 

l\lr. ·CLARKE of Arkansas. No; it does not say that. It 
says if he shall find as a fact that the condition of the internal 
or e:\.-ternal affairs of the Philippines in respect to the sta
bility or efficiency of the proposed government would warrant 
him in so doing. 

l\lr. HITCHCOCK. I am sure the Senator ought to include 
in tl1nt, whether it is his intention or not, a direction to the 
President of tbe United States to submit the matter to Con
gress if he finds that the interests of the United States makes it 
mandatory. 

I\lr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The supposition is that we shall 
have the services of the able Senator from Nebraska before the 
:fi\e years run out, and if the interest of the United States is 
jeopardized in the slightest degree he will not fail to exercise his 
constitutional function. · · 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Later on I can tell the Senator from Ar
kansas better whether I will be here in five years, but the amend
ment as drawn by the Senator takes into account nothing but 
the interest of the Philippine Islands and makes no provision 
for the President submitting the matter to Congress in case he 
should find it vitally necessary for the interest of the American 
people. He expects the President to li\e up to this act. He ex
pect.· the President to carry out its terms. Sh01:Lld he not include 
a direction to the President to lay the matter before Congress 
if be finds it either to the interest of the Philippine Islands or 
of the American people?· 

1\Ir. CLARKE of Arkansas. The reply to the Senator's ques
tion is that I do not direct the President ever to submit it to 
Congress at any time or under any circumstances. It would 
simply force Congress to take it up. If it sees proper to do so-

l\lr. HITCHCOCK. I will read the language : · 
P1·orided, That if the President, at the expiration of the said period 

of four years, shall find that the condition of the internal or external 
affairs of sajd Philippines in respect to the stability or efficiency of the 
proposed government thereof is such as to warrant him in so doing, he 
is hereby further authorized, by proclamation duly made and published, 
to extend the saitl time to and including the date of the final adjomn
ment of the session of Congress which shall convene next after the date 
of the expiration of the said period of four years. 

Now, I ask the Senator, suppose the President of the United 
States found it vitally necessa.ry for the interests of the United 
States that this period should be extended? 

~lr. CLARKE of Arkansas. If he did his duty and obsened 
his oath he would submit it to Congress, if it required congres
sional action. 

l\Ir. HITCHCOCK. Why has not the Senator included that 
here? 

l\1r. CLARKE of Arkansas. I have not directed him to sub
mit anything. I simply give him an opportunity to take it up. 

l\lr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator from Arkansas has given 
the power to extend the period, if the interests of the Philippines 
demand it, but he has not given the President the power to ex
tend the period if the interests of the United States demand it. 

l\lr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The Senator is entirely mistaken 
about that. The phrase he is criticizing is the work of pFob
nbly the best lawyer on this floor, and he is not a supporter of 
this amendment, either. It is the delegation of power to the 
Pre. ident to sm:;pend an existing law, and it must be carefully 
clone. There is very little latitude allowed in cases of that kind. 
That would be the only reason the President would have for 
extending it, because it is the only reason that can exist. As 
long as we are responsible for governmental conditions in the 
Philippine Islands nothing could happen there that would dis
turb the internal or external relations of that country without 
inYolving the United States, and the thing that would present 
one condition would present the other. I did not think it was 
nece ary to amplify something that by implication is so plainly 
provided for. · 

l\lr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator in his amendment gi\es the 
Presiltent the power to extend the period one year if the interest 
of the Philippine .Islands demands it, but he has not permitted 
the Pl'esident to extend it five _riliimtes in case the interest of the 
UnitP<.l States · demands it. I think -that is an omission which 

clearly should be macl_e good, if the amendment is. to be \otoo 
upon with a view to the interest of the United S_tates. . 

Mr. SHAF'ROTH. Mr. President, does the Senator from Ne
braska recognize the fact that we are going to have at least four 
sessions of Congress between now and· the time when the fa-ur
year limit will be up? Of course, if the President of the United 
States finds that there is any interest of the United States that 
should be protected he has those four years before the time of 
his proclamation to call the attention of the Senate and House 
and ask for their advice or their consideration of the same. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I am yery well aware that 
Congresses will come and go before this period of four years 
elapses, and for that yery reason I think this Congress should 
not undertake to fix a date. I think it should leave it as it left 
it in the case of Cuba. I think any attempt to .fix a date in 
advance is a dangerous exercise of power. \Ye do not know 
what the four years will bring forth. · 

Mr. SHAFROTH. l\Ir. President--
The _PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. RosrNso~ in the chair)". 

Does the Senator from Nebraska yield further to the Senator 
from Colorado? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. One of the main objects of fixing the date 

is to assure the Philippine people that they will get their inde
pendence. There is always a feeling of unrest w)lere it is tmcer
tain as to whether they mll get their independence. They nre 
unanimous about it, and if it is hedged around "ith too many 
ifs and ands the result will be that they will come to the conclu
sion that the United States does not intend to give them inde
pendence. That produces unrest, it produces conditions which 
are bad, and it might e\en produce re1olntion or insurrection. 
We do not want to haye--

Mr. HITCHCOCK. l\Ir. President, I can not yield for a 
speech. · 

l\Ir. SHAFROTH. Very well. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yielded for a reasonable interruption. 

I realize that the amendment is an attempt to fix a definite date, 
but it does not do it. There is still a string tied to it, a string 
which the President is to pull. Even under this amendment the 
Philippine people may not ha1e their independence for 20 years. 
It is not made definite . . In my opinion the preamble which is 
presented to the Senate by the committee, and for which the 
Senator from Colorado yoted, and which I supposed had 'his 
appro1al, is a preamble which once adopted binds the United 
States much more firmly to a policy of independence than this 
amendment . . 

l\Ir. HARDWICK. Will the Senator :rield to rue for a mo
ment? 

1\Ir. HITCHCOCK. Yes. 
Mr. HARDWICK. If the amendment of the Senator from 

Arkansas is adopted the Philippine people will get theit· inde
pendence without further congressional action, unless Congre:::k· 
should change its policy in the future? 

l\Ir. HITCHCOCK. Yes. 
1\Ir. HARDWICK. Whereas if the preamble, as suggested by 

the Senator, were adopted that \'\'oulcl not be true? 
I\lr. HITCHCOCK. Yes; they would get their independence. 
1\Ir. HARDWICK. But not without further affirmatiYe con

gressional action? 
1\Ir. HITCHCOCK. That is true; but Congre ·s would be 

morally bound to give it. . 
Mr. HARDWICK. The action in the one case-
1\Ir. HITCHCOCK. There is that difference. It is not nn 

absolute grant of independence. 
l\Ir. SHAFROTH. l\1r. President, I should like to state to the 

Senator from Nebraska that I did Yote for the preamble be
cause, under the conditions that existed in the committee it 
was about the best that we could get. The Senator knows from 
the various expressions that I made <luring the proceedings of 
the committee that I was always in favor of a stronger pre
amble than we produced, but as a matter of compromise we did 
as a matter of fact agree to it, reserving, however, the right 
to make liberal amendments when it came to the Senate. 

l\1r. HITCHCOCK. That is true, 1\Ir. President, except a. to 
the reservation. I supposed that the members of the committee 
on this side of the Chamber at least would be bound by the 
committee report. . 

:Mr. SHAFROTH. No; at the very time the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. KENYo "] and the Senator from l\linnesota [1\lr. 
CLAPP] said that they wanted to reserye the right to amend 
I stated that I did not suppose anyone wns bound as to this 
matter. We were trying to get an early report to the Senate. 

1\lr. HITCHCOCK. Now, Mr. President, I proceed to the tllinl 
point of criticism of this amendment. It provides that the Philip
pine government shan· protect and guarantee personal aml prop-
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erty rights of .Americans. It makes no provision, no condition, 
that the new government set up there shall not be recognized 
until it protects and guarantees the rights of other nationalities 
in the islands. Yet, Mr. President, we as a Nation are not 
only morally bound to d-o so but we are specifically bound to do 
so by the terms of the treaty of Paris. If this is an amendment 
which my friends on this side of the Chamber desire to engraft· 
upon the bill, they should at least take the precautions which 
were taken in regard to Cuba and provide in this amendment 
that no government should be recognized there until it had bound 
itself to guarantee not only American rights in the islands but 
other rights which have become vested under the protection of 
the American flag, rights which we have solemnly promised Spain 
in the treaty of Paris we would see were protected. 

I certainly think that the Senator from Arkansas can hardly 
6e willing to leave his amendment in such a shape as not to pro
tect those rights, compelling the PtE.'sident to recognize a gov
ernment in the Philippine Islands before he has secured from it 
sufficient guaranties for the protection of the rights of other 
nationalities in those islands, rights which are as good as Ameri
can rights. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The Senator need not consume 
any time on that proposition. I am perfectly willing, in the 
line where it says " citizens or corporations of the United 
States," to insert the words "or others." I do not believe other 
nations expect us, in dealing with a sovereign-as I hope to 
see the Pbili'ppine Islands before long-to take care of their own 
interests. I believe they can do that in the Philippines. They 
generally do that elsewhere for themselves. If it will obviate the 
necessity of discussing it, I have no objection to putting in the 
words "'or others." . 

Mr. IDTCHCOCK. I am glad to hear the Senator say these 
are rights we ought to protect. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. We ought to protect the Philip
pines as far as we can so long as we stay there and protect our 
own rights. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. 1\fr. President, is it possible the President 
of the United States will not protect rights without specifying 
in a provision that he shall do it? It is absm·d. 

Mr. IDTCHCOOK. In answer to that, I may say the Con
gress of the United States did not leave this matter as it stands 
in the case of Cuba. The Congress of the United States in
structed its agents to require of the constitutional convention 
of Cuba that it should enter into certain obligations to do the 
things which I think we should now require the · new govern
ment in the Philippine Islands to do. It is easy to frame a bill 
or an amendment and make it general in its terms, but when a 
great Nation like the United States has assumed solemn treaty 
obligations I think those treaty obligations should be provided 
for in every act of legislation by which American sovereignty 
is relinquished over the islands. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, there is no question but 
that those rights ought to be guaranteed, and there is no doubt 
in my mind that the President will require that guaranty. 
You can not specify in an amendment or in a bill every detail 
and every step necessary. We know that any President will 
want to protect not only citizens of the United States but citi
zens of any foreign country. So, even if there was no guar
anty or any expression whatever, I have not any doubt that, in 
the interest of the Filipinos themselves, protection would be 
extended to them. 

Mr. IDTCHCOCK. The trouble is the Senator forgets that 
the Senator from Arkansas in this amendment has undertaken 
to specify the things that the President shall require of a new 
)?hilippine government, and he has omitted the very treaty obli
gation that we are solemnly bound to perform. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The Senator need not take any 
more time on that, if he is willing to be satisfied with the sug
gestion I now make, and that is to add, after the words 
... United States," in Hne 3, -page 3, the words "and others," so as 
to read " and safeguard all of the personal and property rights 
of citizens or corporations of the United States or others resi
d~nt or engaged in business in said Philippines or having prop-
erty interests therein." . 

1\Ir. ·HITCHCOCK. I think it should be more specific than 
that, because our guaranties to Spain are more specifi.c than 

· that. 
1\!r. CLARKE of Arkansas. We do not need to duplicate it 

in a statute. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. We did in the statute we passed relat

ing to Cuba give very specific and elaborate directions to. the 
constitutional convention of Cuba. Those directions were sent 
direct to that constitu:tional .convention. and it was required to 
place them in· the constitution which the Cuban people adopted. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. No; but we did not require the 
Cuban people to assume to pay the debts Spain had contracted 
on behalf of Cuba. We left that saddled on Spain, and she 
has had to pay it. ' 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. We did whatev·er we were under any 
treaty obligations to do. That is all there is in this case. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I do not want to mix in this 
transaction any idea that we have got to ask the consent of 
anybody to do anything we want to · do. We have a treaty 
obligation with Spain and we will meet it according to its 
spirit and meaning. We do not want to have our hands tied 
so that we can not legislate according to the powers of Con
gress, simply because some imaginary difficulty will hereafter 
arise with some other country. 

Mr. IDTCHCOCK. Let me read some of the obligations we 
took to Spain in the treaty of Paris: 

Spanish subjects, natives. of the peninsula, residing in the Territory 
over which Spain by the pres£>lit treaty relinquishes or cedes ber sov
ereignty, may remain in such Territory or may remove therefrom, re
taining in either event all their rights of property, including the right 
to sell or dispose of such property or of its proceeds ; and they shall 
also have the right to carry on their industry, commerce, and profes
sions, being subject in respect thereof to such laws as are applicable 
to other foreigners. · 

Is it proper in om· act permitting th-e President to make. a 
tr~aty wi.th the new government of the Philippine Islands to 
simply guarantee Americans in their rights and fall to guar
antee the rights of Spaniards and other foreigners? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The Senator is a lawyer ancl 
he understands that the document from which he .is reading 
speaks of the obligation of one party to it to another. There 
is not any limitation upon the power of the United States to 
get out of the islands and turn that government over to another 
government. It is simply a stipulation that the United States 
will not deny any of the things granted there. If, when the 
Philippine Islands become an independent republic, it is violat
ing any of those regulations -or stipulations it will then be the 
proper occasion for Spain to make representations to the Philip
pine Islands and have them corrected in ·the usual way. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The · Philippine people can only become 
an independent people by the consent of the United States, and 
we, in giving that consent, should make it a condition that they 
shall carry out and observe to the letter all the solemn obliga
tions we took to Spain. 

¥1'. CLARKE of Arkansas. Then they are not independent. 
The very idea of independence is the privilege of doing wrong 
if you want to do it, subject to your responsibility. To stay 
there and say that the Philippines shall carry out every con
tract we ever made would not be to grant them independence. 

Mr. HITOHCOCK. Article lQ--
Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 

yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes. 
Mr. CUMMINS. It seems to me the Senator from Nebraska 

has now reached a very interesting point. His argument 
inevitably leads to the conclusion that we must ask the consent 
of Spain before we leave the islands. · 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Not at all. 
Mr. CUMMINS. Suppose Spain should say we are willing 

to take the obligation of the United S~tes that these things 
should be done, but we are entirely unwilling to take the obli
gation of the government in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Not at all. We shall simply, in relin
quishing the sovereignty which we got frotn Spain, relinquish it 
upon the condition that the power to which we relinquish it 
shall carry out . the obligations which we assumed. We did in 
Cuba exactly -that thing. We required the new Cuban Govern
ment to undertake the same obligations. For instance, here is 
another article in the treaty of Paris : 
· The inhabitants of the territory over which Spain relinquishes or 
cedes her sovereignty shall be secured in the free exercise of their 
religion. 

Suppose a new government set up there should undertake to 
interfere with that ; we would have put that new government 
into existence, and before we put it into existence we should 
obligate it to carry out exactly the obligations whieh we had 
assumed. 

Mr. ~DWIGK. If the Senator will .yield for just one 
moment, I wish to ask, suppose we kept up that aild the new 
government went along and did those things anyhow, how could 
we be held responsible for it? . 

Mr. ,ffiTCH000K. Because we had created jt; we have an 
absolute sovereignty there at the present time, .- an unquestioned 
sovereignty._ 
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Mr. HARD,VICK. In other worlls, then, we would have no 

right to leave them? 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. We would have the right to leave them 

if we require(] them to sign an obligation to make good the 
promi es we had made. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Then, suppose they did not? 
1\lr. HITCHCOCK. Then, we would have the power to en

force it; but if we go out of there without making them assume 
that obligation. we shall have no power to enforce it. 

Mr. SHAFRO'TH. 'Voul<l the Senator agree to the ameml
ment if there should be inserted in it language to the effect 
that we shall require that all the obligations that the United 
State · Government has agreed to with Spain shall be agreed 
to by the Philippine people? . 

M1·. HITCHCOCK. That would make the amendment a great 
ueal better, and it may be that I shall be brought to the point 
of supporting it, but I certainly can not support it in its pres
ent shape. That is only one of the criticisms I have to make 
of it. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. 1\Ir. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I sympathize with a great deal that th~ 

Senator fl'Om Nebraska has said, but I should like to know 
whether I understand him correctly to say that when the United 
State shall part with the Philippine Islands, surrender all its 
sovereignty over the islands, and when an independent govern
ment shall be set up by the Filipino people, the United States 
will be still bound to see that the stipulations of the treaty 
entered into between the United States and Spain are carried 
out by the government of the Philippine Islands? Is that the 
position of the Senator? 

l\lr. HITCHCOCK. 'Veil, my position is that we ought at 
least to make them promise to observe our obligations. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The question is whether we would be 
boun<l. If that is true, it is rather an unfortunate condition. 
The Senator, if I understand him, would try--

1\fr. HITCHCOCK. They may violate American rights there, 
and there may come a question whether we shall step in and 
protect American rights; but we certainly owe to them as much 
obligation .to carry out these treaty promises as we do to Amer
ican citizens who llave gone in there under our flag, and we 
can not in honor uodge those obligations. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, if the Senator will bear 
with me, this treaty between ourselves and Spain is binding 
upon the Governments of those two countries ; and when we 
leave the Philippines, whether we surrender them to the people 
of the islands themselves or 'vhether we turn them over to some 
other country, whatever we may do with them when we finally 
leave them and surrender our sovereignty, our responsibility 
to Spain under the treaty has entirely ended. Those stipula
tions are not in the nature of covenants running with the land, 
and they are not covenants that bind us after we have parted 
with the land, as it seems to me. 

1\Ir. McCUMBER. But the responsibility of the Filipinos 
continues. 

M:r. SUTHERLAND. The Senator from North Dakota sug
gests that the responsibility of the Filipinos continues. It does 
not as to this treaty, because the treaty was not made between 
the Filipinos and Spain. 

1\fr. HITCHCOCK. We secm·oo the sovereignty over the 
Philippines by treaty with the power that had that sovereignty, 
and in making that treaty we entered into certain obligations 
witll respect to the Spanish citizens of that country. I can not 
conceive that the Senator from Utah would be willing to turn 
them over to a comparatively irresponsible power, without mak
ing the stipulation that our promises should be carried out. 
The Spaniards are still there; the business still continues. 
Would the Senator omit that from the amendment, and thus in
vite the new Philippine government to discriminate against 
those Spaniards? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That is another proposition. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. It is the same proposition. 
1\Ir. SUTHERLAND. No. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. It is only the other side of it. 
1\Ir. SUTHERLAND. No. I think, when we come to sever 

our relations, that we ought to protect other countries as much 
as we can; but, after all, we do "it not as a matter of obligation, 
n·ot as a mattE!r of treaty responsibility, but purely as a matter 
of comity. 

Mr. CUl\11\HNS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 

yield to the Senator fTom Iowa? 
1\It~ HITCHCOCK. I yield. 

1\Ir. CUl\11\IINS. 1\fay I ask the Senator from Nebraska a 
question? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Certainly. 
Mr. CUMl\IINS. Suppose that the Filipino people diU not 

want the Spaniards, or their kind, to live in the country at all, 
and that the policy of the Philippine government, about to be 
established, were that all such aliens should leave the country; 
would our right to 1ibm·ate them or to allow them to become 
independent depend upon securing from Spain consent to that 
policy? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am not en<leavoring to secure anything 
from Spain; I am endeavoring, as a conuition of the recognition 
of a new government, to say to that new government, "You 
must carry out the obligations which we were bound to carry 
out while we were in the islands." 

Mr. CUMMINS. Then, the Senator believes that any new 
government, the independent government, sought to be estab
lished in the Philippine Islands should be bound by all the 
obligations that the United States has undertaken? 

l\fr. HITCHCOCK. Yes; with relation to that country. 
Mr. CU1\HIINS. With relation to anything? 
l\1r. HITCHCOCK. No; not with relation to anything; but 

with relation to matters under that new government and under 
that new sovereignty. 

Mr. CUl\ll\liNS. And that we are not at liberty to surrender 
our sovereignty there unless the people of the Philippines are 
willing to undertake tl1ose obligations? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think so. 
Mr. CUMMINS. That necessarily, of course, involves the 

further suggestion made by the Senator from Utah [Mr. SuTH
ERLAND], that if the Philippine government should disregard 
these obligations, we would be bound to enforce them or be 
responsible to the government to which they were given. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. As to our responsibility to the other 
governments I am not undertaking to say. I am, however, 
undertaldng to say that we should not put this power into new 
hands without requiring them to exercise it as we were bound 
to exercise it. 

l\Ir. CUMMINS. If that is true, the indepen<lence of the 
Filipino is a dream, and never can be accomplishoo. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Well, is the independence of the Filipino 
a dream if we require him to protect American rights and 
interests there? 

1\lr. CUMMINS. Certainly, it is a dream. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I can not see that it is any more n dream 

when we are required to protect American rights than "·hen 
we require them to protect Spanish rights, "'hich we h:n-e 
agreed to protect. 

1\lr. CUMMINS. I suppose we have the right-! am S11re we 
have--to insist upon a certain constitution or plan of goyern
ment before we surrender our sovereignty. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think so. 
1\fr. CUMMINS. That we have a right to do, or we should 

maintain our possession of the islands; but when that is uone, 
then the Filipino people stand independent before the world ; 
and if we can not escape the consequence of anything whi~h 
the Filipino government might thereafter do, I, for one, do not 
want to see them independent. If we have to be responsible for 
their conduct, I would rather administer their government. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am not seeking to assume responsibility 
for them ; I am seeking to exact a promise from them that they 
shall, in taking ove1· the government, also take over the promises 
which we have made. 

Mr. CUl\11\IINS. 1\Ir. President, I am not disputing the nd
visability of requiring that; but the reason which the Senator 
from Nebraska gives for requiring these promises is that we 
are held to Spain and must answer to Spain for this oblign
tion, and I entirely dissent from the Senator in believing that 
we have any such obligation toward Spain. · 

l\fr. HITCHCOCK. If the Senator agrees with my proposi
tion, I, of course, am not particularly disappointed that he 
criticizes my reasoning; that may not be correctly stated; but 
certainly some provision of this sort, recognizing the treaty 
obligations of the United States, should be put into the amend
ment if it is to be solemnly enacted into law. 

Mr. CUl\fl\liNS. Mr. President, I may say there, if the Sena
tor from Nebraska will allow me, that, in my opinion, he has 
not touched the gravest objection to the amendment. 

I\Ir.' HITCHCOCK. I have not yet finished. 
Mr. CUMMINS. He is possibly passing the point I ha ,.e in 

mind. The Unitell States, in this amendment, does not reserve 
the right to exercise, nor does it have any opportunity to exer
cise, any discretion over the plan of goyernment which the 
Filipino people are expected to establish. 

·-



1628 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-:-.SEN.~..~rrE .. JANuARY 27, 

1\lr. HITCHCOCK. I a:m co-ming to that. Now, I want to 
cull attention to what there is in the Pbilippine Islands. Be
sides our army of 12,000 Americans ant: 1,000 marines, there 
are 2,.000 Americans in the civilian employ of the government, 
and a civilian population engaged in business of 8,500. There 
are 6,500 white Eul'opean , probably the larger· portion of whom 
are Spaniards, but included in the number are English, Ger
mans, Swedes, Swiss, Danes, Russians, and other ~ationalities. 
They all Ilaye business interests; they all have investments; 
many of them have gone in there under the protection of the 
American flag. Are we to pull out and leave those islands 
witho-ut asking the new government to protect the lives of those 
people and to guarantee their interests the sa:me as American 

· rights and interests are protected and, guaranteed? Yet the 
amendment as proposed by the Senator from Arkansas would 
leave that unsaid, would leave the new government entirely 
capable of discriminating against . those people. 

1r. CLARKE of Arka.nsas. Will ~he Senator permit me to 
make one observation in that connection? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. With pleasure. 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. In delegating authority t() a 

responsible source, it is always the preferable plan to delegate 
it in very general terms. It is a principle of law that enumera
tion will weaken in the delegation of authority, because when 
you go out to deal with subjects outside of the text they must 
be of the same general class under the doctrine of ejusdem 
generis. In writing this amendment I kept that principle in 
vfew, and provided that-
the PresM~nt is hereby .invested with full power and -a:nthorlty to ma:ke 
such order a nd regulations and to enter. into such negotiations with the 
autll.orities of said Philippines. - · 

If the United States stands in the attitude of an indorser of 
nny pled.ge that has been made to Spain that affects its rela
tions with ·the Pbilippine Islands, of course under existing pro
visions of law the President would have a right to take that into 
consideration; and, as the Senator from Iowa properly says, in 
any government that they set up there there must be, or there 
hould be--and there will be--a provision made for respecting 

in good faith the right of everybody who woul€1 be affected, 
remotely or o-therwise, by the change of sovereignty that takes 
place. It is not to be assumed that the President is seeking to 
clo anything he should not do, to run away and leave the obliga
tions of the United States unprotected. He is to settle and 
adjust the matter finally, and upon the high plane on which a 
great Government like this will deal with all of its obligations ; 
and the assumption is that they will be dealt with justly and 
honorably. That is so obviousry so that every fair-minded man · 
must admit that the settlement will be made on that basis. 

l\ir. IDTCHCOCK. I am aware that the Senator has drawn 
his amendment in very general terms; that is what I am criticiz
ing. I say that, according to the precedent in the case of Cuba, 
this amendment should be so drawn as to specifically include 
the things that we know the new government of the Philillpines 
should recognize; and it should not specify American rights any 
more than it should specify other rights guaranteed by the 
treaty, and for which we are morally respon·sible. · 

l\fr. SHAFROTH. Would this .suggestion meet the views of 
the Senator, by inserting .a.fter the words "United States" the 
words u and of othe"I' co~ntries n so that it would . read : 

And to cause .to be acknowledoged, respected, and safeguarded all of 
the personal and property rights of citizens or curporations of the 
United States and of other counh·ies resident or engaged in business in 
aid Philippines or having property interests therein. · 

l\Ir. HITCHCOCK. I think that would :improve the amend
ment a great deal; but, as the Senator from Arkansas has him
self stated, the amendment is somewhat of a patchwoTk all·eady, 
and, in my opinion, it shoold be redrafted. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to call attention to the next mat
ter of which I have made a note here, and that is an amendment 
which the Senator from Arkansas has already indicated he may 
accept. He provides in his amendment that immediately after 
the passage of this act the President shall undertake to enter 
into negotiations with ather count.Iies for the neutralization of 
the Philippine Islands. · 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I have no objection to· that being 
stricken out. 

Ur. HITCHCOCK. I understand. I can not imagine a worse 
time than the present for the .United States to undertake to 
enter into negotiations with other countries for a. jgint ~uar
anty of the independence of the Philippine Islands or for any
thing else. We know that with most of the nations at war it 
would be absolutely impossible at the present time to initiate~ 
much less secure, such an agreement, and I t.hi..i:lk that should be 
left wholly within the discretion of the President of the United 
States. · · 

Mr. P~esident, I concede that it would be very difficult, even 
in times .of peace, to secure from the nations- of the wodtl a 
'guaranty o] tbe nell:trality of the Philippine Islands when the 
matter is left in the condition it will be left in if this amendment 
"is adopted. Guarantee the independence of what? Of a nation 
that has not c9me into being? Guarantee tl:ie independence of 
the Philippine Islands when the next Congress or the Congress 
after or the Congress four years from now may not grant it? 
Guarant~e the independence of the Philippine Islands when the 
President by his proclamation has power to continue American 
control for another year? I think that that is a matter whicli 
the Pr~sident should not take up until it has been definitely 
arranged that the new government is to go into existence and 
exactly what it is to be. It .is going to be hard enough in any 
event to secu-re joint action from the great nations of the world 
to guarantee the independence of the Philippine IslandS: 
• Da Senatm·s think, for instance, that it will be easy to secure 
a guaranty of the indepenOence of the Philippine Islands from 
Great Britain-Great Britain that has three or four million 
Malay subjects within. a few hundred miles of the Philippine 
Islands; Great Britain that is exercising dominion over a num
ber of different races of the world with whom she is having 
trouble in maintaining her sovereignty m: time ? I doubt very 
much whether the British Empire will undertake to guarantee 
the independence of a Malay republic or any other republic in 
the Orient, because it will simply add to the agitation among 
her own peop-le. 1 might continue the illustration by mentioning 
o.tber nations. I think the securing of an international guaranty 
is a very difficult matter, and is certainly not one which should 
be undertaken at this time when the world is aflame With wa:r. 

Mr.. SHAFROTH. ·Mr. President, does the Senatar think 
that there would be any. difficulty in getting Great Britain or 
any of the other nations to assert, as they did assert in the 
case of the independence of Hawaii:, that they would respect 
the possessions of tl)e Philippines and would not ll.ttempt by 
the extensian of uzerainty or in any other way to exercise 
jurisdiction or control over them? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. A joint guaranty of that kind involves 
representatives of th-ose countries meeti-nf; together and dis
cussing it ; and it is- not 'vithin the possibilities this year or 
possibly next y~r or the year after ne::kt to· get such representa-· 
tives together. This is· the most inopportune time thtl..t could 
po ibly have been selected. 

Mr. SHAFROTH . . I agree with the Senator that the word 
·~immediately" ought to be stricken out. I do not believe that 
it is a very opportune time right now ; but, at the same time, I 
believe that we could get an agreement with other nations 
to respect the· territorial :possessions- of the new Philippine 
GO've:rmnent... 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr .. President, may I ask tbe Senator from 
Colorado, with the permission of the Senator from Nebraska, a 
question iu connection with What has just been said? 

·Mr. HITCHCOCK. l yield to the Senator. 
Mr. TOWNSEND. What would the Senator from Colorado 

do in case they made an agreement and did not respect the 
agtreement? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I believe that we would have to rely "\"'el-y 
largely upon the good faith and honesty o.f the nations. Some
times when there is great st.I·ess and the motives are strong 
agreements may be violated; but I do· not believe, in the absence 
of any such condition, that there will be any difficulty. Those 
conditions de not seem to· be applicable to this case; but, in 
any event, at the- end of the five-year period om· responsibility · 
would be ended and we could do what we pleased at that time. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Does the Senator believe, o-r can he con
ceive, that it would be possible to involve the United States in 
war over that proposition? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No; I think not. Our res]1>onsibility now 
might involve us in war, if it were attempted to do something 
in contravention of our rights; in fact, I think it unquestionably 
would; bnt we are now proposing a lessening of our responsi
bilities, and it seems to me that we ought to try to bring about 
the best possible conditions. The diffi<!ulty with this situation 
is this-- · 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the Senator permit me to finish '1 I 
'have only a little more to say. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Very well. I merely wanted to amplify 
my suggestion. 
Mr~ mTCHOOCK. Mr. President, I come to the provision 

which requires the President to recognize any stable government 
that may be set up. We required the people of Cuba to do some~ 
thing more than that; we requiTed the ·people o:f Cuba to erect a 
republican form of government. · 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. And· the Cubans' were within 100 
miles of our own shores, while the· Philippine- people are 7,000 
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miles away in a locality where republics are not very fashion-- Philippine government, after we know what they are going to 
able. do, when I shall be willing to empower the President of th~ 

1\Ir. HITCHCOCK. That is true, Mr. President; but it is United States with authority to give that guaranty; but, Mr. 
also true that this great Nation has spent tens -of millions of President, I think it is altogether too large an obligation for 
dollars in the attempt to erect a republican form of government this Government to assume so long in advance. I know that for 
in the Philippine Islands, and I tell you that any party which the United States to guru·antee the independence of the Philip
would take the responsibility of destroying u republican form pine Islands even for five years after 'the expiration of the 
of go-v-ernment and permitting the creation of an autocracy where four-year period will be as serious an obligation as any we .are 
the seeds of freedom have on-ce been planted, will be repudiated incurring now in the control of the islands. . I know it will cost 
by the American people. While we are requiring the people of as much money, and I know it will involve a great many more 
the Philippine I lands to erect a stable government, it is just as dangers :and complications ; and when the proper time comes, if 
easy to say that they shall have .a government republican in the Senator from Arkansas insists on his amendment in its !)res
form. That is the idea that the United States stands for ; that ent form, I shall move to strike out at least that part of the 
is already an idea that will be welcomed by the Philippine peo- amendment. 
pie. 'Ve should not permit a limited class of the Filipinos to Mr . .McCUMBER. Mr. President, before the Senator takes 
erect a monarchial form of government or an autocracy ; we his seat, I should like some expression of his views as to the 
should at the time we are relinquishing our sovereignty over the propriety of our maintaining a navul base and a coaling station 
Philippine Island give to the people of those islands at least in the Philippines, with the complete independence of the 
the protecti-on <>f requiring the new government to be republican islands. · 
in form. Suppose that we should give the islands independence, and 
Moreover~ Mr. PreSident, we should require that this new that they should grant to us a coaling station or naval base, and 

government should be established by peaceful means. There immediately after obtaining their independence they shoulll 
is nothing in the pending amendment that would prevent the proceed to grant the same kind of rights to Japan, or to Great 
new Philippine governmet from being established by a bloody Britain, OI' to German-y. What would our attitude be, and 
revolution, so when we are relinquishing our authority in the what authority would we have to exercise over those islands 
Philippine Islands, we should lay down also as a conditi<m o:f in order to protect our own naval ba..se1 
recognition that the new government shall be republican in form, 1\fr. ffiTCHCOCK. 1\fr. President, I think th~ Senator raises 
and that it shall be established by peaceful means. I think, as a very serious question ; and it is a question that I, for one, 
I have already said, that the American people will hold any think the present Congress should not und-ertake to meet. It is 
party responsible in this country that fails at least to do that not in th:e original bill. It comes up only as n part of this 
much for the Philippine people when they are turned loose, as amendment. There seems to be a general sentiment that when 
the phrase goes, on the great unknown sea of self-government. we recognirz:e the independence of the Philippine Islands we 

l\{r. President, I have said this much by way of criticism or should perhaps retain a naval base and a coaling station, {)I' 

:maly is of thi ' amendment. I am sorry that it has been in- some other pr(}perty rights or J>rivileges of that so1·t. That, 
troduced. I think that the bill which was presented by the however, is a question for the future, and in my opinion it is 
committee had been carefully drawn and carefully digested. I one that this Congress ought not to attempt to settle. 
believe it would have received the support not only <>f the Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 
Senators on this side of the Chamber but of a very large num- from Nebraska whether the hearings developed the value of the 
ber of Senators on the other side of the Chamber. I believe it island of Batun, which is a small island southeast of Luzon, as 
would have settled th~ Philippine question, and settled it in a a naval base? 
nonpartisan way. I know the Philippine people were satisfied I recall that when I was a member of the Committee on the 
with it. I know that they thought that the fu·st great step Philippines the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LoDGE] pro
toward independence would have been taken by its passage. posed some measure for the development of that island because 
That bill, if passed, would not only give them their own l~gis- of the large measures of coal there. During the discussion it 
lature but the control of almost all of their public officials, the was developed that the island was almost uninhabited; that 
control of taxation, and it would have given them the solemn these coal measures existed; that there was a fairly good bar
promise of the Congress of the United States that they were to bor upon the island; and that if we should at some time deter
become an innependent nation. It would have been suisfactory; mine t9 cut loose from the Philippines Batun Island, on account 
and we could have, with eonfidence, left to other Congresses the of its lack of complications as to population and its separation 
carrying out of th~ promise made, and, with confidence, we from the main islands, would make an excellent naval base and 
could have left it to the Philippine people that they would work commercial station for the United States, somewhat resembling 
up toward the ideal of self-government in th~ hope of receiving Hongkong, which, as the Senator will recollect, is an island 
all the earlier the final act of legislation which would give them detached from the mainland of China. Can the Senator give 
their independence. I had hoped that the bill might pass in me any information upon that subj~ct1 
that form. I believe if it could have remained in that form l\1r. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I am not able to do so, 
it would have been passed readily, but this amendment is here, because our committee gave very little of its time to the con
and I present to-day these criticisms of it. sideration of military or naval questions or policies. We were 

l\Ir. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I should like to ask the engaged in the effort to frame a bill that would extend a mens-
Senator from Nebraska a · question. ure of self-government to the Philippine people, with the promise 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (.Mr. PoMERENE in the chair). of ultimate independence. We were expecting to leave to futuTe 
Does the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from Congresses the decision of the important question whether the 
Colorado? independence of the new government, when recognized, should 

.Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do. be guaranteed; and we were not supposed to take into .account 
Mr. SHAFROTH. I should like to ask the Senator if he the values of the various islands for tho e purposes. I have no 

does not remember that in the course of the colloquy which doubt the S~nator is better informed on that subject than I am. 
occurred during my remarks on the pending bill th~ principal 1\Ir. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, for that reason it seems to 
criticisms made by various Senators upon the other side of the me it might be well to postpone final action upon this bill until 
Chamber were as to the indefiniteness of the promise, and that a later day, some time in this session, meanwhile giving the 
Senator after Senator 1·ose and said that there ought to be a Committee on the Pbllippine Islands an opportunity of fully 
more definite promise of independence ; tlu\t discord would be investigating the questions that are covered by the amendment 
proouced unless the Filipinos were given som~ such assurance? of the Senator from Arkansas. It is very clear, as the Senator 
The preamble, as it existed in the bill, instead of satisfying from Nebraska has stated, that this committee confined itself 
Senators upon the Republican side of tboe Chamber, seemed to entirely to the question of giving the Filipinos a larger share in 
create a storm of discord over there. their government, and not to the question as to the prepara-

1\fr. HITCHCOCK. I remember some discussion of that kind. tioru; that might be made for finally cutting loose from those 
1\lr. President, before I sit down I want to come to the last islands. 

point of criticism~ The amendment of the Senator from It now seems to be the opinion of the Senate, from the ex
Ark-ansas closes with a direction to the President, or with au- pressions which I have thus far heard-an opinion in which I 
thority given to the President, to ,give the guaranty on behalf share-that we ought ll()W to determine decisively, so tar as we 
of the United States .alone for the protection of the independ- can, the relation of those islands to this country. In thut view 
ence of the Philippine Islands in case the President is not able . a very important inquiry remains yet to be developed by · the 
to secure the cooperation of other countries. Now, Mr. Presi- Committee on the Philippines, and that is, what preparations 
dent. I, for one, am not willing at this time to enter into that are to be made by the United States with a view to shaping 
obligation. The time may come after the establishment .of a gradually the separation of those islands ft·om this country. 
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, 1\Ir. SHAFROTH. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does tlle Senator from Nevada 

yield .to tlle Senator from Colorado? 
1\Ir. NEWLAI\'DS. If the Senator will perrnH me, I will coli

elude in a moment. 
1\Iy own view was as I expressed it in 1906, after my retnrn 

from a trip to the Pltilippine Islands with 1\Ir. Taft and his 
party, that we should prepare for that separation within a 
period of 20 years, and that we should address ourselves with 
the greatest -rigor to giving the Filipino people a common 
language, appropriating money directly from the United States 
Treasury if necessary in order to accomplish that purpose. It 
is perfectly eyident that out of a total insular re-renue of only 
.'11,000,000, or with the municipal reyenues added, only $17,000,-
000, they could not assign to educational purposes more than the 
$2,000,000 then annually appropriated, and that was sufficient to 
take care of only one-fourth of the children of the islands. 

I also cQntended during that time that we should teach the 
Filipino people how to work, and therefore industrial training 
was essential ; and that industrial training necessarily meant 
not only industrial schools but an agricultural bank that would 
aid the Filipino farmer to get the improv-ed instruments of 
production and to u e them. At that time they were using the 
forked stick instead of the plow. I urged that an appropriation 
should be made, if neces ary, by the United States Government 
for the establishment of such a Filipino bank, with a capital of 
at least $10,000,000. 

I also urged that it was essential that we should untie those 
islands so far as their tariff relations with the United States 
were concerned; that if we looked to a thoroughly individual
ized life for the Philippine Islands that meant an uncompli
cated fiscal and tariff system of their own e-rentually, and that 
we should not by a favored tariff system, giving their products 
favor in our markets and our products fav-or in theirs, create 
a condition of mutual subsidy which it would be hard to 
undo, and which if undone abruptly at some future time 
would im-olve those islands in indush·ial and commercial com
plications that would bring about depression in business, un
employment, and want, and as a necessary r~sult revolution 
itself, which would entirely undo the good work which we had 
accomplished. -· 
- All these things, it seems to me, ought to be looked after in 
any rational preparation for parting with those islands. Whilst 
I am in favor of parting with them as soon as possible, I want 
to part with them as creditably as possible. It seems to me that 
the Senate could well defer its final action upon all the amend
ments to this bill for a period of a month or six weeks or two 
months, fixing a certain day for their consideration, and that 
meanwhile the Committee on the Philippine Islands could · 
address itself to these questions which it has not thus far con
sidered, and present to us a complete scheme of gradual with
drawal from the islands. 
. If the suggestion which I then made had been carried out, 
they would have been much better prepared for separation 
than they are now, for my suggestion involved securing to th9 
Philippines a thoroughly individualized life, with their own 
fiscal and tariff system entirely uncomplicated with our own, 
the only connecting link between the islands and our own being 
the commission itself, which constituted the higher legislative 
body of those islands. Later on, if a native legislative body 
were substituted for this, they would be prepared to carry on 
an individualized life after a president or an executi-ve of that 
republic. were selected in the place of the Governor General 
whom we have there. 

These complications exist. We do not know what naval 
bases we want, if any. \Ve do not know what commercial 
stations we want, if any. We hardly know to-day what our 
tariff relations are with those islands. We do not know to-day 
what our complications are as to trade. We hardly know to-day 
what our complications are with those islands as to our navi
gation laws. We have undoubtedly, boUt in Cuba and in the 
Philippine Islands, built up favored conditions of trade for this 
country under which we have ousted the trade of other coun
tries hitherto ~njoying trade with those islands and substituted 
our own; and we are now about to give the Philippine Islands 
a separate existence. -

This question of romplicated trade relations is a very impor
tant one. I do not wish to see this country enter upon the 
decision of a great economic question without preparation. We 
have been accustomed to play with economic questions in the 
gayest of ways, unmindful of the disruptions in business, lu 
trading conditions, of unemployment and want, created by our 
action. I should like to see the great American Nation finish 
this great job, this altruistic job, that it has started out to per
form, with a proper regard not simply for vague principles of 

liberty and independence but with a proper regard for the ub
stantial economic welfare of the Filipino people. 

l\fr. President, with the permission of the Senate, I slwulcl 
like to in ert in the RECORD the whole or portions of two magn
zine articles, one in the North American ReYiew and the other 
in the Independent, written in the yea1·s 1903 and 1906, re
spectively, after my return from the Philippines, and at a time 
when I was a member, I think, of the Philippine Committee, 
and when these questions of tariff adjustments were under con
sideration. These articles contain much that is applicable at 
the present time regarding the policy of gradual separation 
from the Philippines, although the forecast regarding po sible 
importations of sugar from the islands has not been fully 
realized . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? If not, 
it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follo_ws : 
A DEMOCRAT IN THE PHILIPPIN"ES. 

[Article from the North American Review of December, 1905, by Francis 
G. Newlands, United States Senator from Nevada.] 

When Secretary Taft invited me to accompany him on his trip to the 
Philippines I hesitated. I bad been opposed from the start to the ac
quisition of the islands. On the day following Dewey's victory I had 
personally urged President McKinley to order his fleet to Cuba, insisting 
that the purpose of the war was. not to conquer the Philippines, but to 
free Cuba, upon whose soil we bad not yet landed a soldier. After 
Spain passed her scant title to us, I had urged that we should hold the 
islands in trust for the Filipino people, that we should make an imme
diate declaration ot our purpose to grant them independence, and that 
we should take steps to quickly accomplish this purpose. 

I had no illusions regarding the Filipino people. I did not believe 
them fitted for democratic methods of -gove1·nment, nor that they could 
quickly develop into a homogeneous people or act with unity of pur
pose. I thought it probable that, if we left them to themselves, there 
would be civil war and continued disorder until some foreign power 
should intervene, or one race should gain the mastery over the others, 
or the leadership of some masterful man should result in military 
dictatorship. . 

While these consequences might be deplorable, I did not deem it our 
duty to attempt to avert them by subjugating the numerous races of 
the archipelago. If the Filipino people were to be killed, it were bet
ter that they should kill each other than that we should kill them ; or 
if they were to be conquered by a foreign power, that some other coun
try should undertake the destructive task. Besides, I believe that the 
proper evolution of the Filipino people was not be accomplished through 
subjection ' to an alien people, but through the slow process of self
development by which nations have risen to strength and power. 
· I was concerned more for our own people and institutions than for 
the Filipino people or their institutions. I felt that a great nation, 
established for the first time in the history of the world upon the basic 
principle that just government rests upon the consent of the go-.erned, 
and that taxation and representation are inseparable, should not qualify 
ideals which had advanced democratic institutions everywhere. I felt · 
that our institutions were endangered by an intense commerciallsm, 
which had lowered the standards of municipal, State, and national llfe, 
and that our concern should be to save democracy at home rather than 
to promote imperialism abroad. 

Such were my views regarding the Philippines, but the country had 
in two campaigns decided that the PhiUppines should be 1·etained. 
While my views had not changed, I felt the futility of further '!onten
tion, and feared that a trip to the Philippines would sil!:lply be &. waste 
of time. 

But I also recognized the fact that the two parties, as represented by 
their leaders, Roosevelt and Bryan, did not stand far apart. Bryan 
from the start had insisted that there should be an immediate declara
tion of our purpose to grant independence to the Filipinos. Roosevelt, 
in a recent message, had declared that it was his firm belief that the 
United States could help the Filipinos to rise higher and higher in the 
scale of civilization and capacity for self-government, and that it was 
his earnest hope that in the end they would be able to stand, if not en
tirely alone, yet in some such relation to the United States as that in 
which Cuba now stands. 

It was clear, therefore, that the best men of both parties were now 
intent upon solving the question in a manner consistent with the theory 
and the traditions of our Government. 

The most potent factor in this dispassionate view of the question 
bad been Judge Taft, whose fixed determination to conduct the govern
ment of the Philippines in the interest of the Filipino people as a sacred 
trust, uncontrolled by selfish considerations, had aroused the moral senti
ment and challenged the admiration of the country. I felt that the 
invitation of such a man to members of the opposite party to accom
pany him upon his proposed trip of inspection, affording, as it tlid, 
opportunity for nonpartisan consideration of the Philippine question, 
was not to be lightly regarded, and I concluded to accept the invitation. 

THE FILIPINO PEOPLE. · 
At almost every city and town we visited we were entertainecl by 

processions representing the army, the native scouts and constabulary, 
the various industries and the schools, as well as by banquets in which 
leadin~ Filipinos participated. We also bad bearings of those inter
ested m the various agricultural and business pursuits and those who 
had suggestions and complaints to make regarding existing political 
conditions. From my observations and inquiry, I should say that the 
Filipinos arc au interesting people and capable of much development. 
The children learn English with great facll1ty and there seems to be a 
"'eneral desire among all classes for education, the night schools being 
~rowded by those who are occupied during the day. The total popula
tion is about 7,000,000. The number of children of school age (7 to 15) 
is over 2,000,000, of whom only about one-sixth are enrolled. I was 
told that there was much eagerness to attend the schools, but that in
sufficiency of funds prevented the increase of the enrollment. 

We listened to the Filipino leaders at banquets and public meetings. 
They had, as a rule, pleasing voices, of a nbrant tone that appealecl 
to the emotions, and I have no doubt that they would be very potent in 
influencing the masses of their people. They carried themselves with 
dignity and self-control.· They showed much familiarity with our strug
gle for independence; and -spoke -persuasively, earnestly, and eloquently 
regarding the aspirations of their people for independence. But it was 
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n ot npparent that they bad mucll conception of the individual rights 
n. n1 \ t he fundam ental liberties which independence should secure. It is 
impossible that t hey coulu have. 'l'hc educated class constitutes a very 
ffill a ll percentage of the ·population. Most .of them had been trained 
1mclPr the Spanish government of dishonesty and graft, in which almost i 
C\ery official was the oppressor, certainly not the servant, of the people, 
and under which the peasants, constttuting about 90 per cent of the 
population, were exploited by the official and influential classes, both 
l"pan lsh and Fil ipinos. These peasants are said to be patient, submis
sin' . easily inf:lu enced and easily led. Under the influence o1 their 
lca <l ers , the patient agricultural pea sants of to-day become the ladrones 
or tht' fanatical pulijn.ncs or the patriotic insurrectos, or all combined, ol 
to-morrow. They have been accustomed to the orinetal system, repre
sented by rulers such as sultans, datos and caciques, headmen who direct 
the energies of their people, and to whose will the peasant class is 
sub,icct. 

'l'hat the peasants also desire independence can not be doubt~d. 
They would prefer to be led and governed by their own leaders, even 
thou,g-h the latter have in view their industrial subjection. I am 
satisfied, from what I have seen and heard in the Philippines, that 
there can be no permanent friendliness between the Filipinos and the 
Americans. The Filipino people, as a rule, wish a national life, even 
though most of them have no real .conception of what liberty means. 

The islands were not quiet. A long and expensive campaign had been 
waged in Cavite against the ladrones, necessitating martial law and 
the reconcentration of the natives, who were disposed to shelter and 
protect them. 

Sa mar had been in confusion as the r esult of the outbreak of the 
pulijanes or "red breeches," the mountain people of that island, in 
an insurreetionary movement. half religious and fanatical an'd half 
protes t aga.inst the native officials, who, though elected under Amer
i can administration, thought their offices justified Spanish and Oriental 
extor tion and oppression. All these movements tax.ed to the full the 
streng th of the scouts and the constabulary forces. 

PRESENT CONDITIONS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 

In contrast with the beautiful appearance of the islands was the 
doleful story of the people. Added to the ravages of the civil war 
with Spain, and of our war of conquest, were th~ disasters caused by 
cholera, rlnderpest, surra, the locusts, and typhoons. The agricultural 
depression was great. The sugar plantations were without modern 
machinery and modern methods, and it was impossible to borrow money 
for their renovation. And yet, notwithstanding these untoward con
ditions, the apparent contradiction of an increase in wages also 
existed and it was difficult to get laborets for agricultural industries. 
This was accounted for by the statement that the movements of the 
mili tary forces and the public works had withdrawn the laborers from 
the farms. Indisposition to work was also complained of. The 
ln.crease in wages enabled the natives to secure by one day's labor what 
used to require two. The result was that the laborer, having earned 
in one or two days enough to secure a week's supply of rice, would 
lie olf until the pressure of hunger again drove him to work. 

THE INSULAR COMMISSION. 

The Philippine Commission is conscientiously working out the prob
lems of good government, with a single eye to the prosperity and 
aumncement of the Jj'ilipino people. It is not yet a government of the 
people or by the people, but it is preeminently a government for the 
people, and its purpose is to instruct the people, and . particularly the 
peasant class, so as to give them a realization of what justice, indivi-
dual rights, and civil responsibility mean. · 

Believing that a common language and the creation of a public 
opinion are essential to self-government, the Commission has prepared 
to mal•e the universal language English. English is taught first by 
American teachers and later on by Filipino teachers, who have been 
instructed by them. The educational expenditure, insular, provincial, 
and municipal, is about $2,000,000 gold annually. At least $6,000,000 
is required. 

This educational system, of course, involves the (langer that the 
educated child is likely to drilt from manual labor, but the commis
sion is wisely directing it in indu~trial channels by promoting agri
cultural and manual-training schools. 

In addition to the requirements of education, money is also required 
for road building, for railroads, for harbor and municipal improvements, 
and for the development of the agricultural interests. The municipal 
and harbor improvements and road building have been covered by bond 
issues authorized at the last session, with interest, if I am right, at 
5 per cent. 

Congress recently authorized the construction of about 1,000 miles 
of railroad in the various islands by private co~porations, involving 
a cost of about $30,000,000, and the issue by them of bonds for such 
construction, with interest at 4 per cent, . the interest to be guaranteed 
by the insular government. As the amount of the bonds will doubtless 
build the railroads, I urged in the Senate that we should authorize the 
insular government to build the railroads and to issue .bonds therefor 
to the extent of $30,000,000 at 2 per cent, with the guaranty of the 
United States as to both principal and interest. While not prepared 
to urge Government ownership at home, owing to the complexity of 
our Government and the difficulty of insuring businesslike methods 
of administration, I felt that Government ownership suited the neces
sarily paternal nature of the insular go~ernment and was merely in 
line with the policy now adopted as the result of experience with both 
State-aided and State-owned railroads in the British and Dutch East 
Indies and that the commi.ssion was a body of such capacity, integrity 
experience, and administrative qualifications that it could easily 
undertake the work. The saving between 2 per cent, the rate of bonds 
so guaranteed by the United States, and the income which a private 
corporation would expect, would pay for the roads in 30 years and a 
light cost of transportation ·would greatly lighten the burdens' of the 
'islands. I regret to say tllat the movement failed. 

AGRICULTURAL BANK. 

There is strong need of an agricultural bank, - resembling those of 
Germany and Egypt, with a capital of at least $10,000,000. It is 
impossible to expect such a bank to be organized by private capital 
when the condition is snch as is described by the Manila· Chamber of 
Commerce in these words :-

.. The country, generally speaking, is in a state of financial collapse. 
The agriculturists and merchants are passing through the worst crisis 
ever known in the annals of Filipino history. A series of calamities 
have contributed to bring the country to this deplorable state'!' 

An agricultural bank could loan the money ned!ssary to introduce 
improved methods, particularly on the sugar plantations. It could 
also aid in the development of the 400,000 acres of land purchased 

from the frtars, which are still on the bands of the insular governml'nt. 
Assisted by the bureau of agriculture, it could accomplish the uevel
opment of the general agricultural interests of the islands upon a. 
thoroughly modern and scientific basis. All moneys advanced <'OUlcl be 
properly secured upon the impr-ovements made, and thus an insular 
agricultural bank, with a capital derived fi·om the sale of insular boncls 
at :.! per cent, guaranteed by the United States, could do a business that 
would earn at least 6 per cent. 

It will be economy for the United States to move generously nn<l 
efficiently now. Eeom>mic distress may result in discontent that will 
cause outbreaks whose suppression will cost infinitely more than the 
aid at present needed. It must be remembered that the tropical 
islands have been languishing for years. The Temperate Zone bas 
beaten the Tropical Zone in competition in sugar and tobacco. The 
outbreak of Cuba against Spain was largely due to economic dis
tress caused by the low price of sugar. I think it likely that it ha'!l 
also bad something to d{) with the contemporaneous discontent in the 
Philippines. . 

The insular rev~nues are now only about $9,000,000 in gold. to which 
may be added $3,000,000 in gold as the municipal revenues for Manila. 
and $2,000,000 in gola as the provincial and municipal revenues out
side of Manila. Fourteen million dollars in gold is the sum that is now 
available annually for all purposes-insular, provincial, and munici
pa:-in a government of 7,000,000 people. When we recall that the 
District of Columbia, with less than 300,000 people, requires about 
$9,000,000 or $10,000,000 annually for municipal and District pur
poses, it seems amazing that the Insular Commission should have 
accomplished so much with so little. 

ABOLITION OF TARili'F DCTIES. 

The main measme of relief for the Philippine Islands thus far 
·urged is the abolition of American duties on Philippine products, to 
be followed, when the Spanish treaty expires three years hence, by 
the abolition of Philippine cluties upon American products. 8uch a 
proposition involves the closed door in the Philippines at a time when 
we are strenuously urging the open door in China, 1\lanchuria, and 
Korea. This is both wrong and impolitic ; wrong because consistency 
is required of nations as well as individuals, and impolitic because it 
will give .Japan and China an excuse for securing favored arrangements 
in the Orient which will exclude our products. If we get the monopoly 
of imports into the Philippines, it would not compensate for the losses 
which we would sustain in the rest of the Orient by the assertion of this 
policy. If we refuse equal opportunities for .Japanese trade in the 
Philippines, how can we insist upon equal opportunities with Japan in 
Manchuria and Korea? 

I am aware that this suggestion of free trade, or freer trade, appeals 
to many Democrats; but r eflection, I think, should convince anyone 
that the arrangement, so far as the Philippine I slands are concerned, 
means restricted trade, not freer trade. At present the Philippine 
Islands have a tariff which conforms to the theory of a tariff for 
revenue only, so strenuously urged by many Democrats, for it im
poses a duty of only 20 per cent upon importations from all coun
tries, including the United States, without preference to any. 1t is 
now proposed that ibis tarilf should be maintained as to all other 
countries, but be abolished as to the United States, the very purpose 
being to give the United States the monopoly of imports into the 
Philippines and to exclude the products of England, France, Ger
man-y, Spain, and other countrles. Can this restricted trade be called 
free trade or freer trade? At best the proposed arrangement will be 
one of subsidy. 

SUGAR SUBSIDY. 
The tendency of our policy in the Tropics bas been to destroy the 

revenue feature of the sugar tax by giving the tax as an additional 
p~ice to the producers of sugar in the tropical islands. The world's 
price of raw sugar is about 2 cents per pound, or $40 per ton; the 
price in America is $75 per ton, because the customs duty of 1i cents 
pe:- pound; or $35 per ton, is added. When, therefore, sugar_ is im
ported from the tropical islands duty free, it sells in our markets at 
the same price as the duty-paid sugar-$75 per ton-and thus the 
tropical planter gets on the duty-free sugar, as a subsidy, the amount 
of the duty which the Treasury loses. Porto Rico, Cuba, and Hawail 
send all their sugar to the United States, because the sugar of Porto 
Rico and Hawaii comes in duty free, and the Cuban sugar comes in 
with one-fourth of the duty, or about $9 per ton, off. On their pro
duction the planters in these islands get in the United States markets 
the following amounts annually · more than they ,can get anywhere else, 
and this constitutes the annual subsidy of these tropical islands : 
Hawaii, 400,000 tons, duty free, $35 per ton _____________ $14, 000, 000 
Porto Rico

6 
100,000 tons, duty free, $35 per ton__________ 3, 500, 000 

Cuba, 1,00 ,000 tons, one-fourth duty off, $9 per ton______ 9, 000, 000 

Total subsidY--------------------------------- 26, 500, 000 
The imports from Cuba are increasing, and it is claimed that during 

the coming season they will be 1,300,000 tons. 
Under similar circumstances there is no reason why the Filipino 

planters should not restore their old maximum of 400,000 tons annu
ally, on which a similar subsidy of $35 per ton would amount to 
$14,000,000 per annum above what they could receive in Hongkong or 
in any other sugar market except the United States. 

If, as has been done in Cuba, under the influence of a smaller sub
sidy, the increase should be to 1,000,000 tons annually, the total sub
sidy of the Filipino planters would amount to $35,000,000 annually, 
and the United States Treasury would suff-er loss in that amount. In 
time, therefore, the sugar tax would lose its character as t1. revenue 
producer and would be turned into a subsidy for tropical islands. 

POLITICAL COMPLICATIONS. 

Important political difficulties are also likely to arise from complil'at
ing our revenue system with that of the Philippine Islands. The Philip
pine Islands ara now almost entirely dependent upon customs duties 
for their revenue. If this plan of mutual subsidy goes through and the 
United States secm:es the monopoly of the Philippine markets, it 
necessarily follows that little or no revenue will come from the customs 
and that the Philippine Government will be compelled to substitute land 
and other internal taxes. Alreaoy it has taken measures to institute the 
land tax, and the protest is so loud and deep as to compel the post
ponement ot its operation. 

Again., I understand our purpose is to train the Filipino people in 
self-government, in the hope that ultimately they will be fitted for 
independence. If this be really our purpose, it would be very unwise 
to complicate the .fiseal and revenue systems of the two countries; 
for, w.hen separation comes, industrial disturbance may follow the 

' 
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change in these fiscal and revenue relations. Our policy should be 
to bold the Philippines as an entity absolutely separate from the 
United States, the only connection between them being the civil gov
ernment. which should gradually draw the Filipinos into participa
tion until the time is ripe for independence. Then the United States 
can at any time declare its trust ended and turn over the government 
of the Philippines to its ward. It is an essential doctrine of equity 
that the trustee should not mingle his ward's property or interests 
with his own, and our government in the Philippines should be so 
administered as to enable our ward, when she comes to the maturity 
of her powers, to move among the nations in a thoroughly uncom
plicated and lndividualized life. Would it not be uncandid, whilst 
professing a desire to fit the Filipino people for self-government and 
independence, to bind the two .countries together, at the same time, so 
strongly by navigation Jaws BDd tari.tr legislation and commercial ties 
generally as to make it impossible to cut the political ties without a 
. erious and perhaps fatal readjustment? If American capital secures 
the monopoly of ocean transportation between the islands and the 
United States, of interisland navigation, and of railroad transporta
tion, and also the control of subsiuized· sugar planting, every selfish 
and commercial considera tlon will stand in the way of a moral settle
ment of thi.,; important question. 

SUGGESTED LEGISLATION. 

I would suggest, therefore, in place of the proposed reduction in 
duties the following legislation: 

(1) The repeal of the act extending our coast navigation laws to 
the Philippine Islands. These will confessedly impose a higher burden 
on the transportation of her ~ports and imports than now. Their 
operation has already been postponed for a time by a recent act. 

(2) If not too late, the repeal of the act authorizing insular aid 
for railroad building by the insula.r guaranty of 4 per cent interest on 
the $30,000,000 of bonds, and the substitution of insular construction 
and ownership of the proposed railroads accomplished by means of an 
insular bond issue at 2 per cent guaranteed by the United States. 

(3) The authorization of insular, provincial, and municipal bonds 
sufficient to cover needed permanent improvements, the bonds bearing 
interest at 2 per cent, thus facilitating the application of a larger por
tion of current revenues to euucation, particularly of an industrial 
character. The enrollment of the schools should be trebled. 

( 4) An issue of $10,000,000 of bonds for an insular agricultural 
bank, the bonds to bear interest at 2 per cent anu to be guaranteed 
by th3 United States ; such bank to aid the introduction of machinery 
and improved methods in agriculture by ~ecured loans to the farmers. 

All these bonds should run for 30 years, in which time the saving in 
interest should pay for them. The total, including railroads, would be 
about $600,000,000, or, without railroads, $30,000,000. 

SEPARATION. 

When the time comes for final determination of the relations of the 
Filipinos to us, a plebiscite can be taken. 

1 
If sPparation is then de

sired by either, it can be accomplished. Meanwhile, the United States 
can largely center its own expenditures at Subig Hay, which, cut off 
by the mountains from the rest of Luzon, and having but few uative · 
occupants, can be made an easily defended naval, coaling, and com
mercial station for our Navy and merchant marine. 'Vben the time 
comes for separation, we can easily retain Subig Bay and thus make it 
a link in the chain of our naval and commercial administration. 

If the bonds authorized by us are not by that time retired, and if 
the islanders can not bear the burden of debt contracted by our au
thority, we can pay it and c.ancel the obligation, thus adding a timely 
generosity to the hundreds of millions now irreclaimably lost in the 
military and naval expenses connected with our control of the Phil
ippines. 

This will be more businesslike, wiser, and cheaper than the pro
posed tariff subsidy, which within 40 years _ would probably turn over 
to the Filipino planters from $300,000,000 to $600,000,000 in sugar sub
sidles paid by the American consumers in an unjust tax diverted from 
the United States Treasury. The islands will then be on a healthy 
and uncomplicated basis, instead of on a stimulated and complicated 
basis which will make the nursing bottle of subsidy essential to their 
e::~..'istence. 

I have not the space to enter into the consideration of the strategic 
mistake of having possessions occupied by unwilling subjects so far 
1·emoved from our ba·se-imposslble of defe.nse should the time come 
in the Orient when we may be beset by foes outside the islands and 
by insurrectos within, or of the great military expense entailed by 
hollling them as an asset instead of a trust. 

The fact is that, prior to the war, if Spain had offered them to us, 
we would have refused. Dewey's victory happened to be in Manila 
Bay instead of in the open sea. Shall we, ther_efore, permit. ourselves 
to remain always under the tyranny of an accident? 

But far above these practical considerations are the moral considera
tions for which Roosevelt, Bryan, and Taft stand as representatives 
of true democracy, which has not yet lost faith in government of the 
people for the people, and by the people. We can not check the 
aspiration for independence in the Philippines when such advocates of 
po1itical morality in both parties voice It in the United States. Sepa
ration will some day come. Let us intelligently prepare for it. 

THE RIGHT WAY TO HELP THE FILIPINOS. 

[.An article from the Independent of Mar. 8, 1906, by FnAXCis G. 
NEWLA ·os.] 

(Senator NEWLANos,' of Nevada, was a member of the Taft party, 
which visited Japan and the Philippines last summer, and on this ac
count as well as because of his special study of Philippine affairs, he is 
an authority in Congress and the country on the islands.-Edltor.) 

It is easy enougJ?. to theorize and criti~iz~, but. before we can prac
tically aml impartially discuss the Phllippme Situation and develop 
the right way to help the Filipinos, - two primal questions must be an
swered without partisan prejudice, to wit, What do we want of the 
Philippines? and, What do the Filipinos want? 

In one word, the Filipinos want independence. This is true of the 
Filipinos almost without exception, from the highest to the lowest, 
from the richest to the poorest, from the most intelligent to the most 

ign-*1.a;fwe want of the Philippines is- harder to answer, because, in 
the past, at least, according to our conditions, we have wanted various 
conflicting things ; but a process of elimination has been going on as 
our eyes have been opened by time and experience. · 

Some were controlled by commercial sentiment. They wanted to 
make money out of the Philippines, but they are now realizing that no 
money is to be made. This is the class that is now clamorous for 

Chinese labor and for an American tariff subsidy to Filipino prouuction, 
to be guided anu controlled by American exploiters. -

The convictions of some have been guided by religious sentiment, but 
the~ h!lve discovered that the Filipinos are already at least a nominally 
Christian people, under the guidance of the Roman Catholic Church. 

Some have been controlled by military spirit. Conquest and expan
sion has been their cry. Now Uley realize that there is no glory in con
quering the Philippines, and that the military expense connected with 
the retention of the islands has been and will continue to be enormous. 

Some claimed that ·we had acquired a commercial base in the Orient 
and that the Philippines would be a connecting link in our trade with 
China and Japan. They now reaHze that this trade, via the PhiUp
pines, must take two sides of a triangle instead of one, and that the 
idea of making the Philippines a base of trade with China anu Japan 
is as absurd as for England to make Jamaica the base of her trade with 
the United States . 

But the controlling factor in our sentiment toward the islands has 
undoubtedly been that the Filipinos were unable to take care of the 
Philippines, and that we owed a duty both to the people there and to 
civilization which compelled us, for a time at least, to exercise sov
ereignty. This conviction is not lost, but the ~revaillng feeling of the 
American people corresponds with the prevailing feeling of the Taft 
party-regret that we are there and longing to get out creditably. We 
have no wish to bold them as a · subject dependency. We have no de
sire to exploit them. On the contrary, we all-or almost all-honestly 
wish to train and educate them as speedily as possible in a common 
language and the principles of self-government for either qualiOecl or 
ai>solute independence. -

The FiUpinos desire independence and the .Americans wish them to 
have it. The only difference between us, or among ourselves, is as to 
time. When the treaty with Spain was ratified, two resolutions were 
introduced in the Senate to this end. The Bacon resolution bad the 
support of mo:st of the Democrats anu a few of the Republicans. 'l'he 
McEnery resolution had the support of most of the Republicans and a 
few Democrats. The two resolutions agreed in this : That the Philip
pines were not to be held as an integral part of the country. The dif
ference was that the Bacon resolution was for speedy withdrawal and 
recognition of independence, while the McEnery resolution declared for 
their future disposal according to the best interests of the people of the 
United States and ·the people of the Philippine Islands. It was there
fore a unanimous declaration of the Senate that the islands were not 
to be held as an integral part of the United States. 

TARIFF SUBSIDY. 

The danger of the course Which we are at present attempting is that 
it will surely result in making them an integral part of this country by 
legislation, instead of holding them as a separate political body, having 
all the attributes of autonomy except the Central Government, which 
we have created-the Philippine Commission. It is proposed to ex
tend our coast navigation laws to them, so as to give our shipowners 
the monopoly of their business, and to withdraw the tariff barriers be
tween the two countries in such a way as to practically destroy their 
tariff system and to seriously ·affect our own by complicating the tariff 
policy of both countries. The fiscal and tariff interests of the two 
countries will be so interwoven as to prevent us from cutting the Phil
ippines loose from connection with thts country when it becomes ue
sirable to do so. 

The alleged purpose of this legislation regarding the tariff is to give 
Philippine products unrestricted access to our markets, where the price 
of sugar and tobacco, anu some other products, is raised high ni>ove 
the international level by our protective tariff. But it means much 
more to us than simply extending to the Filipino producer the same 
high rates which protection affords our own producers. It means more 
to the country, more to every American. -

The result of this legislation, so far as sugar is concerned, is to 
double the price which the Filipino could obtain anywhere outside of 
America. It will undoubtedly encoUL'age him in the production of 
sugar, but the price will be paid by the American consumer, who is 
compelled to stand the burden of nearly $100,000,000 annually on 
sugar, under a tariff the purpose of which was to encourage home pro
duction and raise a large revenue from the foreign product. It will 
render abortive the very purpose of the tariff, and wlll accustom the 
Filipino to a price for his sugar which is double what he can get fuom 
the rest of the world, thus preventing any political action in tl;le futw·e 
which would sever the two countries. So, also, the extension of our 
navigation laws will build up a great shipping interest, whose profits 
will depend upon the monopoly of Philippine transportation. This 
interest will also seek to block any legislation in the future looking to 
the disposition of the islands. 

If our purpose is, as we have declared, to fit the Filipinos fot· self
government and to give them their independence, shall we not defeat 
our purpose by building up powerful interests which, in the very nature 
of things, must block such legislation? If we pursue this system of 
subsidy to the· Filipino, shall we really benefit him in the end? Will 
not the withdrawal of it, in case we finally conclude to follow our 
original purpose and give the Filipinos the independence which they 
want and we want them to have, plunge them jnto a condition of suf
fering and distress ~uch a's they have never re.;11lized ? 

SELF-SUSTAINING METHODS. 

The real difficulty with the Philippines is that the people do not 
know how to work to advantage and how to produce in large and 
profitable quantities. The islands are agricultw·al, and never will be 
anythincr else, but the methods of production are primitive beyond de
scription-a forked stick for a plow, the soil stil'l'eu to a depth of 3 
inches a buffalo for the motive power of the sugar mill, and hand 
labor everywhere instead of machinery. Subsidizing the products with 
fictitious prices is one way to stimulate them, but artificial aid can 
not be suspended without unnecessary suffering. 

The right way to help the Filipinos is to train them in self-sustain
ing methods. The declared purpose of this whole movement in the 
Philippines is philanthropic. Philanthropy always costs the philan· 
tbropist something, and whatever form our philanthropy take , we 
must be prepared for certain expense ; but this proposed scheme of 
philanthropy, through subsidized inflation of prices to be obtained in 
America not only threatens grave danger in the future; it also creates 
dishonest bookkeeping. It can easily be shown that through this sys
tem the islands will cost America, in subsidies alone, in the next :.!0 
years f.rom $300,000,000 to $500,000,000, which our accounts with the 
Philippines will not show a penny of. 

A much wiser way is that the aid should take two forms-one for 
education, one for improved methods in agriculture. 
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In the Philippines there are 2,000,000 children of school age. Only 

500,000 are now at school. If we wish to train them in a _common 
language as a means to self-government, it should be done . at once. 
Delay " ·ill only aud to · the cost. The school system is established. 
The $2,000,000 per annum which the lt'ilipino Government, out of its 
scant y revenue, applies to this purpose, is insufficient. It will require 
much more, · particularlf if the needed agricultural and manual training 
schools are started . . I we are bent upon real philanthropy we should 
appropriate the additional amount necessary and let the books show 
the lo s. 

Improved methods of agriculture should be accomplished not by 
direct appropriation but by the organization of an agricultural bank, 
such as has proved so advantageous to the Egyptian peasants. This 
Government should furnish the capital. . Private . enterprise can not be 
relied upon for this kind of banking. The only banks in the Orient are 
conunerclal corporations, mainly engaged in exchange, not in loaning 
money: They make large profits out of the inequalities in the value of 
money in the various countries, and have nothing to loan upon farm
ing securities. It is the farmer, in the Philippines, who must receive 
aid. Direct and artificial aid will simply demoralize him or encourage 
foreigners to crowd him off the soil as long as it lasts. Loans by an 
agricultural bank, secured by the land he must improve and by the 
modem machinery required for its best development, would tend to 
promote both independence and self-respect . . A Government bank could 
be so conducted as to effect the agricultural regeneration of the Phil
ippine Islands, if the islands are worth anything at all-if they are 
worth regenerating. If they are not worth anything, the sooner we 
find it out the-better-and we shall find it out quicker and at less cost 
in this way than in any other. . 

If we should properly develop the field of action of an agricultural 
bank, taxable property would be created in the Philippines that would 
relieve us of the expen'se of education, and enabling the islands to as
sume the burden without knowing it. 

A SEPARATE AUTONOMY. 

Thus the desired end would be accomplished, with the maintenance 
in the Philippines of an absolutely separate antonomy, at a cost 
which is nothing compared with lhe three to five hundred millions 
which we shall actually pay, if the subsidy system is followed for the 
same length of time, and with the infinitely better result that, instead 
of being tangled in tari1f and navigation -complications impossible to 
sever without causing untold distress, the islands will be self-sus· 
taining, self-supporting, self-governing, only connected to this country 
by the appointed Philippine Commission, acting as the higher house-
the Governor General as chief executive . 
. By this means we shall have established, in 20 years, a. complete, 

autonomized government in the Philippine Islands; a government ab· 
solutely uncomplicated with our own ; with its own fiscal system, its 
own revenue system and all the attributes-judicial, legislative, and 
executive--that are essential to national life. Th(>.n, when the time 
comes to cut the knot, it will be a safe and easy matter, after reserv
ing a naval and coaling station, to permit the Filipino to cast off and 
sail away into the ocean of independence. 
WASHINGTO~~ D. c. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

. 1\Ir. STONE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid
eration of executive business. · 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executi,·e business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock · 
and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Friday, January 28, 1916, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
E:r.ecutit·e nomina.Uons confirmed by the Senate Ja.nuary 21,1916. 

SECRETABY OF EMBASSY. 

CLASS 5. 

Carl Reinecke, jr., Elkader. 
Philip· D. Switzer, St. Charles. 
William B. Trullinger, Farragut. 
Thomas J. White, Whittemore. 
Clyde L. Woods, Garwin. 

K ANSAS, 
Cecil Calvert, Quinter. 
T. J. Foley, Chapman. 
Dorothy F. Derrick, Hugoton. 
Edward Gmuerholz, E sbon. 
W. L. Ringo, Girard. 

J. Walter Payne, Paris. 
LOUISIANA0 

Charlton Fort, Minden. 
Floyd C. ~itchell, Zwolle. 

:UAINE. 

A. W. Willey, Cherryfield. 
:UISSISSIPPf. 

Coke B. 'Vier, Quitman. 
liiSSOURf. 

Edverda Barnes, Pilot Grove. 
Thomas P. Diggs, New Har-en. 

MONTANA• 

1\Iary E. Turrell, Drummond. 
NEW JERSEY. 

F. J. Dushanek, Garwood. 
Paul F. Edwards, Newfield. 
Charles R. Grover, Atlantic Highlands~ 

NEW YORK. 

James W. Larkin, Brockport. 
NORTH CAROLIN~ 

Frank W. Miller, Waynesville. 
OKLAHOlfA• 

Air-a P. Daniel, Commerce. 
Alfa Gibbins, Fort Sill . 
Ora E. McCague, Ralston. 

OREGON. 

Walter L. Hembree, l\Icl\Iinnville. 
SOUTH CAROLINA• 

James A. Barrett, Clover. 
TEXAS. 

l\Irs. Ross l\Ianning, l\Iadisonville. 
WEST VIRGINIA• 

Ida J. Garrison, Lost Creek. 

REJECTION. 

• 

Oliver B. Harriman to be secretary of embassy or legation 
of class 5. BxccutivB nomination rejected by tlle Senate Ja1l1tary 21, 1916. 

POSTMASTERS. POSTMASTER. 

cALIFORNIA. William M. Huntley to be postmaster at Rush Springs, Okla .. 
1\lary G. Mails, San Q'uentin. 

COLORADO. 

James A. Rutledge, Woodmen. 
CONNECTICUT. 

Daniel F. Finn, Jewett City. 
John F. Oates, Windsor Locks. 

FLORIDA. 
P. l\I. Elder, Sanford. 

GEORGIA. 

Buford L. Heartsill, Dalton. 
H. J. Jolly, Cartersville. 
Da r-id A. Trundle, Ringgold. 

INDIANA. 

Henry 0. Eldridge, Lagrange. 
Vern Hahn, Wakarusa. 

lOW~ 
George F. Althouse, Ackley. 
James Duggan, Melrose. 
Harold H. Holmes, New Albin. 
Charles F. Irons, Garrison. 
Fred L. Ives, Hamburg. 
l\Iagnus A. Merkel, Keystone. 

LIII-103 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January ~7, 1916. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol

lowing prayer : 
Eternal and ever-living God, in whom all our longings, hopes, 

and aspirations are centered, we thank Thee for the phe
nomenal growth of our past, for the auspicious present, for the 
hopes and ever-widening promises of our future as a people. 
Impress, we beseech Thee, er-ery American citizen with the :·e
sponsibility resting upon him as such, and illumine the minds 
of these their servants that they may be guided by Thy coun
sels, that in the present crisis of the world everything may ~e 
put to the crucial test of reason and ju~tice. . If it is wisdom to 
prepare for the worst, let it be adequately and efficiently done; 
but let us hope and pray for the best, that we may not be called 
tipOn to defe~d oU.r sacred rights by the destructive agencies of 
war, but rather .bY the rational and peaceful methods of arbitra
tion. And Thine be the praise forever and ever. Amen. 

The Journal of the -proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
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LIFE AND PUBLIC SERVIQ;S OF W:rt.'LIAM 'M'xrNLEY, :public officiai in relation 0 W.hat ,his ij~artment DlUY be doing-; 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, ne-xt Saturday., the 29th, is generally but in these instances, '-Where these ·commissions and -othel:· ·de

recognized as " McKinley Day " inasmuch as that was .the day -pa:rtments .have the .facilities "Rnd ·mon~ .appr.opTiated -to make 
on which he was born; and I desire to ask unanimous .eons.ent .reports hom time 'to ttime" I wouid. doubt fhe -proprietY of per
to address the House for 40 minutes on the life, character, and :mitting 'the promiscuous admisSion of ·their tatements to the 
public services of William McKinley, to. .follow immediately .Mr. .'RE.co.RD. :so ..far as J: am ..concerned, ·'however, in -this instanee, 
H ENltY of Texas who I believe has the .consent ·of .the.Huuse to I thirik~ will not ob1ect. · 
speak ~n that d~y immediately following ~the .approval. ·.of tthe ; Mr . . ADAMSON. _Mr. :Speaker, ..as ·I tried -to IJresent my im
Journal. · :vortunity to ·the ·gentleman .from 'Indiana r:Mr. ~KKNHART], !I 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tilinois. [Mr. Foss] asks . iles~re ;~ow, as 1l.e :yielded on my ::rising~ 'to thank hlm for his 
unanimous consent to be permitted to address the House for 40 ·amu:tbility. 
minutes on next Saturday at the close of the remarks of the '"TJ;te. SPE~. 'Is ~there ·o'bjection::? I.Af:ta· ·a :pause:] The 
gE>ntleman from Texas [Mr. HENRY], ·-saiil l!emarks to ·be c:om- Dhmr hears none. 
memorative of former President l\icKinley. Is 'there objection? 'EX'I'ENBION OF llE:M:nm:B. 

[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. · :Mr. ··CHARI.;ES. ·1\1r. ·.s.pealrer, ~.ask unanimous consent •to 
llave .my :remarks ,on ·the ahild-lab:or ·bill in erted in the EXPOSITION AT PENSACOLA, 3l'LA. . :n_ECORD. 

Mr. WILSON of Florid:} . Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask ~fr_ 'MANN. :There is O'eneral 'leave to :-print on the chiJil-
UllUllimous consent that there be printed in the RECORD a reso- · Jabur tbill. 
lution n~opted by the ~?isl~ture of. Florida 'With r~spect to 'The :SPEJ.A:I~ER. The ~Chan· did ·not ·unaerstand the -request. 

· the holclmg of an exposition .m i;he city of Pensacola to cele- ''Mr. CHA'RLES. IJ ·want to ask 1Dumimous ·consent to have 
brate the cession of Florida by Spain ~to .the United Sta.tes, . .my Temark-s on the -childd.abor -bill _printed in .the RECORD. 
said exposltion to be held in .the .year 1919, and at a later day ·The ·SPElAKIDR. Eveeybody ~has leave 'to l}rint for five leg-
! wm a,ddress the House · on ·the s-qbject . of asking . Con,g1~ess · 1slative tlays. 
to assist us. Mr. CARTER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

'.rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman 'from :Florida [Mr. "WILBON] .mons .censent to havil .my .r.ema:rks .inserted in .the RECORD •Dn 
asks unanimous consent te ·.extend :ms remarks in the REcoRD . the one ihundreath ·annive:r. ar_y :of .the birth of Gen. "Banks., of 
by printing a resolution of the .Legislature Df Florida .lo:okjng · 1\Iassachu-s.etts. 
toward an exposition to celebrate tne cession of Florida to. the : ·TJ1e 'SPEAKER. •The ~gerdleman -from ·'MassaChusetts r, fro. 
United States. Is there oojection'? . :. . . :CARTER] I asks leave l1:o >eiXtend lii-s lremarks ·in the REco:im 'On the 

1\fr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, ·reserving ·the right 'to .ob- 'life ·1Illd rharacter o.'f the la.te !Gen. !Ba.rfks, ·:of · lassa.chusetts. 
ject, I would like to ask the g.entleman 'from 'Florida, 'is it 1:he ~s ·fhere objection:? :.After a pause.] The 'Chair hears ;none. 
purpose of this movement to 'lmike 'this exposition ·national : LATE REP_RESEN:rA.TIVE ALFRED Y:IINES. 

in its scope? . J\ir. SMirrH of ::MiChigan. "Ml· . . Speak~, ..desire io rll:Sk unani-
Mr. WILSON of Florida. Weil, :at -this .titne it is in 'its Jn- ·· mous c-onsent to ::add:ress ·the ·House 'briefly ou :the life :and cha?-

cipieucy, and we hope the OongreS$ will assist us. 1 acter :df Alfred ··'Milnes, :a •former 1\Iemoer !Of this Rouse du:ctng 
Mr. BARNHART. If it were purely .a locaL matter~ with 1 

which only the State has to do, I -should ·be illsposell to object, the :Fifty-fourth "Congress, \VJw 'has treeently 'l)assed .aw.ay. 
'The SPEAKER. The ge:ntlEIDlan ifrom Michigan ·aSks l!na.Iii

but if it is to be national. in ~ts::s.c.ape, as other expositions have · mous consent to address the House. 'ls ·tllere objection? {After 
been, I would have no ob~ecbon. . . . . . a pause.] The Chair hears none. . 

. Mr .. WILSON of Flo:t:Ida. We mten_d, -..as 1 stated! to ··~sk l\fr. SMITH of Michigan. !'J\fr. Speaker and Members of the 
Congress to help u~ t_?. make the matter more than of local n- ·Bouse, it 'is 'ith 1;)rofound ·sonow ha:t l rise to speulr upon 
tere : · because I think It should b~. . . the life and cbaracter of a former iember of'tbis House onrlng 
· · MI. BARNHART. I hav? ~4? ~bJe.cti~n. , · . . · . . tile ffi'.Jf:ty-fom'fb. session, who 'nt -that ' time ·represented the <1is-

TI~P SPEAKER. Is there obJectiOn· [After a pause.~ .The ' ·tr'ict ·whleh J: -:now ilinv.e the honor 'to epr•eserrt :in :the State 
Chair hears none. of ·1\llchigan. 

THE EUROPEAN WAR AND INDUSTIDAL l)EHOCRA.CY. 'The Eon. ~red 'Milnes ·was .one <of th~ . prominent Citizens 
Mr. HOWARD: Mr .. Spe:iE:er, 'I ask unanimous consent to of that great State. !His :'life :and ;chal:'acter :were int-erwo-ven 

extend my remarks in the REC:ORD .by ;printing :a ·s:peecll ·delivered with the best traditions and ·the ·civic progress of that great 
by Bon. Joseph E. Davie~ .chairman of the Federal Trades Commonwealth. He p"Ussed a.-way on 'the 15th day of January, 
Commission, before the ·American Manufacturers' Export Asso- 1916, ·after 'a somewhat pro.trncted .illness, -.af his -home in the 
ciation, in New York City, on the 'European war ana lnfiustrial city of Coldwater, wbich is a thriving city in my district. 
<lemocracy. • In the Biographical ·congressional ~etord lt is stated of him: 

The SPF .... A . .KER. The g.en.tleman lfrom Georgia [1\11'. HowARD] . Milnes, Alfred, a Representative · om Michigan; born in Bradford, 
~~1-.r. ,~ .,.·.trum' ou·s .consent 0 extend :his .remarks in th .RECORD Yorkshire, England, May ..28, J.B4~ ; .came with his ,parents to the United 
w::>.h~ u.J.L ·L> States in ~85-4, ana settled in Newton, Iowa; moved to Coldwater, 

·by printing a speech delivered. by ~on. Joseph E. Davies, of Mich.; attended the common schools of Utah, Iowa, and of Coldwater, 
New York, on the E1;1ropean ·wm.·. Is ·there objection? · Mich.; enlisted as a private in the :·seventeenth Michigan Infantry, 

1r. B~AtnNffi.A.!RT . . Mr. ·~ea:k~J:, TeseninO' the rig'ht-:to O.bJ'ect, . the "Old Stonewall Regiment," June 30, 1862, and served throughout 
_'U._-., ""1-' "' b the war; engaged with his regiment in every battle in which it took 

I would like _to ask -the gentleman .from Georgia if the author part, from South Mountain, Md., in 1862, t'o Leets .surrender at .Appo-
of this speech }lolds .any official p.usi~on? . mattox in April, 1865; city alderman o·f Coldwater one term and 

• >rr th 1 -rP d C · mayor two terms; member of .!tll.e --state senate 1888-1890; lieutenant 
· l\1r. HOWA:n.D. He is ·Chairman ·of e Wede:ra . .~.:ra es om- t governor of Michigan in 1894, and presided .over the State senate u.ntil 

mission, Mr. Speaker. . · his resignation, June 1; 1895; elected as ·a Republican to the Flfty-
1\.fr. MANN. That is the new commission. fourth Congress, to fill vacancy caused by the resignation of: Julius C. 

to t h tl Burrows, ·and served from necember 2, 1895, to March 3, 1897 ; ap- · 
l\fr. HOWARD. And the : speec~ ·I ·will state · ll.e gerr e- , pointed postmaster of Coldwater in 1898; ·delegate in the Michigan 

.man from •Indiana. 'iS :one.· .eont~niug information _gather~ · by , constitutional convention 1907-1908-; memb.er .of board of managers 
this officer, which, ~ believe, will be of much value cct .otily to I, Michigan Soldiers' Home; a resident of -coldwater, Mich. · · 
Congress hut ·to ·the eountry in ,general. . Much might be added to t11is ·modest sketch of his life, which 

Mr. :BARNHART. .Does the Jl'lede.ral U:~rades Commission probably received his approval for use 'in the directory, if it 
make an •.(J:ffi.cilll report to ·Congr€$s? was not wholly written by himself. The life of l\fr. Milnes 

Mr. HOWARD. I ;fuink Jt ··does, but ;J -d-o not know~ was blended with the civic and business activities not only of 
1\fr. MANN. •Once.:a year. his home city of Coldwater but of the Stnte of Michigan. It 
.-1\Ir . .JIOWARD. It is a .very .recent -organization, ::as ihe ~en- was my pleasure, and I might say goo -fortune, ·to make his 

tleman lknows. 'I -do . not know •what .they Ju~:ve ·done ,o1· what I acquaintance during the conven.tion which nominated him for 
:they propose ·to .do, ;but J:his is -a .speech -wol'thy ..of th~ ceon- Congress in 1895. I was a candidate . or the same office, ~but 
siderution-- . . I was defeated by one vote on the ·two hunllred and seventy-fourth 

. · 1\fr . .M.A.TN. I ·hope 'the gentlillnan from Indiana-- · ballot. Since that time and ..always ther eafter we were the 
· iMr. HOWARD -(continuing). •Of n.ll statesmen 1.ik,e ;the -gen- best of friends, and I am smcerely sorrowful because of his 
•tl eman from ;Indiana. . 1 departure. · . . 

Mr. MAJ\TN '(continuing). Will .not object be.ca.u.se -the 'Rea- It must be said of Mr. Milnes..that he was..a:tirm andre olute 
era1 'l;'rad~ Commission, whatever they may do, .are .trYing ·to man; a man of strong activities aud ..of strong .conviction .. ·. :He 
do S9Jllething. · . , . was prosperOUS in chis ·business undertakings anu · always took 

. Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, as -far as "the gentleman · a prominent part in pubU~ . ~8.irs. He held many ~position of 
from Indiana" is co11cerned, he is not disposed to object io public trust, in all of which he 'gave his best efforts anu filled 
anything that will contribute information to the public by a them with much credit to himself and with ability nnd honor 'to 



1916. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 1635 
th position. ,,.e knew· him as the soldier-statesman. Cour
agE>ous and strong, he was a good debater and ~n opponent 
worthy of . one·~ best efforts. It was my privilege to serve with 
him in the com~ention of 1908 which drafted the new constitu
tion for the State of Michigan, which was so strongly approved 
ana ratified by the people and now so favorably considered by 
them. Many of its best provisions bear the impress of his efforts 
an<l are tempered with his strong mentality. I think it can be 
said of him that he never shrunk ·from a duty or turned lightly 
from a task. 

He was always proud of having served his country in the 
great rebellion that preserved its Union. During his services in 
thi: House in the Fifty-fourth Congress he voted for the bank
rut'ltC~' a~t. He also voted for the immigration bill containing 
a literacy test. He also voted for the recognition of Cuban 
belligerency on the 2d of March, 1896. He served as a Repub
lican member upon the Committee on Levees and Improvements 
of the Mississippi River and on the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. He was sworn into office on the 4th of 1\Iarch, 1895, 
and his term expired on the 4th of March, 1897. 

He bas gone, but his kindly deeds and loving memory will 
live on and lend comfort to all who knew him for years to come. 
He <lied in the Christian faith. He was vestryman of his church 
whE>n he passed away. He will be missed by his State and his 
city, and be mourned by a large concourse of friends. His 
citizenship was of the highest ordet. His life was worthy of 
our emulation. And whether birth or death is but the beginning 
of a brighter future, may all be well with him. 

And thus asserting my profound respect for his memory, and 
in his closing the book upon a useful life I can only say fare
well to my friend, a former Member of this House, knowing his 
<leeds will last although his labors have ceased. 

Sle('p, Holy Spirit, 
While the stars l.mrn, the moons increase, 
And the great ages onward roll. 

WITHDRAWAL OF P .APERS. 

Jr. KALA.:.~IAl~AOLE, by unanimous consent, was g1·anted 
le~n·e to withdraw from the files of the House the papers in the 
case of Barclay S. Dennison (H. R. 11627, G2d Cong.), no ud
Yer ·e report having been made thereon. 

PREP ABED NESS. 

The SPEAKER. Un<ler special order, the gentleman from 
.Ma.: ·ac.husetts [1\fr. GALLIYAN] is recognize<] for 30 minutes. 
[Al1lllause.] . 

l\Ir. GALLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, I listened with interest aad 
.admiration a few days ago to the remarks of the distinguished 
RepulJlican leader of this House, who is always interesting and 
who has alwars something to say of an illuminating nature, 
wlleu he was a<.lYising both sides of the House as to the position 
he takes on the question of preparedness. His was a tmly 
American speech [applause], and I \Yas one of those who most 
warmly congratulated him for it. I think he sai<l, an<l I agree 
with him, that this session is one of the most momentous in 
the history of Congress. We are confronted with problems 
growing out of the European war an<l the disturbance on our 
&outhwestern borders which call for the highest statesmanship 
that the men in this Congress can bring to bear upon them for 
upon their wise .·olution will depend in a great measure the 
future welfare of the country. 

Grave issues are confronting us, and there is need of the 
most disinterested patriotism if they are to be discussed and 
settled for the Nation's well-being. Let me say at the outset 
thnt I am one of those who believe in getting ready. I stand 
firmly and unchangeably for a program of preparedness. [Ap
plau..:e.] And let me say also that I believe a policy of prc
paretlness, involYing a change at \ariance with all the traditions 
of the past, is not to be lightly entered upon, but m·ust be viewed 
calmly in all its bearings before a judicious decision may be 
reached. No one man's ipse dixit can be a reason for bringing 
about such a far-reaching change, an(} we must remember this 
fact. The measure is fraught with consequences too tre
mendous for the future, and the collectiYe wisdom of Congress 
will be put to the test to fin<l the adequate an<l -proper solution. 
In my judgment in no other manner will we be able to agree 
on the kind of preparedness that this country now need~. 

1\fr. Speaker, we must be calm in the <1iscussion ·of these new 
questions that haye m·isen, and we must be just in our view in 
judging of events and their bearing upon our national life, and 
one (lecision must be free from every other consideration than 
the welfare of this Nation. 

How necessary this temper of mind is in the present cric:;is 
is at'lparent to anyone \Yllo has been following the trend of 
recent events. If at any time within the last decade of years 
before the opening of the Em·opean war anyone were to 

prophesy that the Congress of these United States would shortly 
be engaged in discussing the ways and means to meet the aggres
sions of an Em·opean foe and ''vould be considering the advisa
bility of creating an enormous military and naval establishment 
and of increasing to an unheard-of extent the burden of taxa
tion, such a prophet of evil would be laughed to scorn. 

Yet, strange to say, such is the tinexpected ttu·n ev~nb'i have 
taken. How did it happen that we, who were pm·suing the 
ways of peace, free from enta_nglements of European politics, 
with no enemies on om· borders whom we need fear, and with 
no cause of offense before the great warring nations, but equally 
at peace and on friendly terms with them all, should suddenly 
feel ourselves menaced with danger and forced to think of 
making a violent leap into the costly business of military and 
naval expenditure on r.n enormous scale'! How <Hd all this 
come about: · 'Vho is responsible for it'! Is anyone guilty? Ot· 
must the blame be placed merely upon the logic of eYents? 
These are questions of vital and far-reaching importance. Upon 
the answer to be gi~en to them will depend in a great measure 
the character of the action we are about to take. 1\Ir. Speaker, 
the country has a right to know the answer, for its supreme 
interests are involved. It is the duty of every Representative 
of the people to find out where blame should be put, if blame 
there be, that he may act intelligently and patriotically for the 
best interests of the Nation. 

Oh, I :wish that the Farewell Address of 'Vashington, the 
Father of his Country, had been in our hands for constant study 
since the opening of this dire conflict on the other si<le of the 
Atlantic! The one admonition which stands out in that im
pel'i. ·hable document and which has had more to do in shaping 
our traditional policy with the nations of Em~ope than any 
other influence is his warning to beware of entangling alliances 
with them. I take these words in their fullest and broa<lest 
sense. I believe that the min<l of 'Vashington was that we 
should be not only neuh·al in theiL· quarrels but absolutely 
impartial. He was a · wise man and a great patriot. W oullt 
that his advice had been followed and that we coul<l nppem· 
before the world to-day, as I tltink he would' have us appear,. 
without even the suspicion of favoring one side or the other. 
· When this tremendous war broke out we were in peaceful and 
friendly relations with all the belligerents. As far as human 
prudence can fore ·ee om· provi<lential mission was to maintain 
strict neutrality and the friendship of each and all. It· was 
not our quarrel; we were in no way involved. 'l'he future of 
our country depemled· in no way whatsoever upon the re ult 
of the conte t. We hn<l been kept free for almost a lmndrell 
years from "·ar with any real Em·opean po,Yer. Our · plain 
destiny pointed to the supreme office v;:hich should be om·s. 
Om· country loved peace au<l was- following in its ways. and 
everything seemed to indicate that ours was to be the high and 
noble task of peacemake1-. 

'l'he President's message on neutrality was received with 
universal acclaim. We rejoiced in the fact that we were citi
zens of a free aml peaceful country. I want to say now, 1\lr. 
Speaker, that did we bol<l the position ·to-day which we then 
occupied the war would be at a close and the belligerents would 
be looking to neutmL and impartial America as to the ark of 
the covenant to bring about peace. '""e would to-day occupy 
a position of moral grandeur never yet hel<l by any iu1tion in 
the worl<l. 'Ve woul<l be the peacemaker of the earth. Can 
any gain in material prosperity compensate us for the loss of 
such a high vantage groun<l? Mr. Speaker, I regret exceedingly 
that such an opportunity was allowed to be lost. It may not 
return again. I deplore the follo\Ying of mere legality instead 
o·' the higher morality and sensitive impartiality and the sub
stitution of economic advantage for the new freedom. Instead 
of now standing on the heights with our faces tuTned toward 
the morning and the dawn of a better era, I fear we arc groping 
in the lowlands, with the conflicting passions which have evet· 
separate<1 men an<l nations dinning in om· ears. 

I can not llelp thinking-and although I say it with all candor, 
still I utter it with deep regret-that if the policy of "watchful 
waitin~ " bad been used toward the European ,..,.ar and the one 
of " alert action " toward l\lexico, we should to-day occupy in 
the world a proud moral eminence, smTounded by the uni
versal gratitude an<l admiration of the nations. [Applause.] 
How could we be so shortsighted as to lose such a glorious 
opportunity? I do not think for a moment it was mere love of 
money, although that has been always one of the most potent 
causes of human action. No, 1\Ir. Speaker, I think I can here and 
now place my finger on what I consi<ler the worst menace in 
this country to-day. 'Ve are hearing much of "hyphenated 
dtizens •· nnd "America .first," but the most violent propaganda 
working among ns at the present time and the most dangerous 
·one, to my min(], is the pro-British, whose protagonists reveal 
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in thejr ·every utterance · that the · do~ant. motive powel" ' understand h~ just reachedr the State Department I make nOJ 
in their lives is not "America first," but "·England first." ·apology foi: talking upon affairs in Mexico. •· . 
[Applause.] · I th.1.nk it is a good tiling for us to· stand by the President in 

I do not know whether it is a disease or a deep-seated predju- all matters of foreign affairs_ where we can, but I think it is ar 
dice, but it is mischievous and unpatriotic. [Applause.] It better thin.g-fqr us to stand by;· oUr own country. [Applause.] 
is based on a false conception of historic facts, yet it steals. an I want to take for my text to-day a plank from the Demo..: 
the assurance of truth with· the superadded· effrontery of hum- cratic platform adopted at Baltimore,. and I will apologize ta 
bug. l\Iodesty it has none. It fills the· public press with its my Democr:atic :tTiends for reading it, and. will assure them 
clamot:, and. really one begins to think after a while these people- that it is not done iTh malice: . 
tu:e obsessed with the idea that the one mission Am.eri.ca has The constitutional rights of American citizens should pt:otect them 
in the world is to save England. And a portion of this. press,: on; our borders and. go. with them throughout the world, and every 
I am sorry to say, allows its columns to be fed by misinforma- American citizen restdlng or having property in any forei.gn country is 
tion and news per visions supnlied from British sources, and its • entitled to .and must be given the full protection of the United States 

~ Government, both for hi.mselt ancl his prope:rty~ . 
editorial expression is inspired from_·British "news" agencies, 
written by interests antagonistic to American peace and well- That is· in the platform upon which Woodrow Wilson was 
bci.ng~ elected. and that is the plank that has been forgotten and super-

! refer only to those newspaJ.)ers that aim to poison: the Amer, seded by ·~ watchful waiting." What patriotic Democrat can 
ican public mind against the patriotic interests of America, read that- plank in his platform to-day breathing, as it does, ol 
and seek by falsehood, slander, and misrepresentation to set . patrwtism and real: red-blood Americanism, and then read the 
one class of Americans against others. These are the papers . ltst of' assaults, assassinations, and murders in l\Iexico without 
responsible· for the so-called "hyphen" campaign to discredit a a feeling of humiliation and regret? And yet that immortal 
class of American citizens whose loyalty and fidelity to th6' document of decadent and discredited promises. ended with these 
Republic have been: proven on a hundred battle fields. [Ap~ heroic words : 
plause.] Our pledges are made to be kept when in office as weU as relied upon 

And what shall I say of our great American statesmen? This during the campaign. 
much at least: I have no sympathy with the Lodge-Roosevelt- No one- doubts the patriotism, the honesty of' purpose, and the 
Choate-Root interpretation of history. [Applause.] It is spuri- ~i~h id~als of the President in regard to his foreign policy; but' 
ous and superficial ; it does not get down to the origin. of things. It IS· With regret that I say that 1 believe that the opinion of 
They would have us believe that all the fundamental rights !he great m!ljority> of the ~erican people of. all parties to-day; 
we possess are a heritage bequeathed to us by England. I can IS that he IS a: scholar, a di.·eamer, a theorist that has bee:q. 
not accept such a low estimate of American: liberties. I do not ~emarkably s.uccessful when ~e has ha~ the power of coercion 
f'or· a moment acknowledge any such debt. I do not ascribe to . m dea·ling wtt;h ":eaker .and _rmmature mtellects, as strikingly, 
any lower· source the principle of individual liberty upon, which demons.tr~ted m ~1s dommeermg: control· o:f co'l!ege· students and 
ills Government is founded than.. to the founder of Christianity; Democrati.c ~ongressmen. ~ut m larger affairs he apparentlY. 
Himself. : becomes timid and uncertam. Napoleon declared: 

l beg to remind these advocates of a pro-British policy that. · By sticking to no plan you risk bei.ng beaten eyerywhere. The worst 
. . fault in the conduct of alfairs iS' vacilia_tion. 

the Magna Charta to which they are constantly appealing was . . . . . . . . . . 
forced from a reluctant despot, King .John, by the barons o:li ~aclllatwn IS t~e trou~~e· WLth the :1\>Ie~~can;,Situahon. Vac1l.,. 
England with the help of the Christian Church when that church . lab?~ h~s supe1seded. watehfl?l :waiting .. Obstinacy an(( 
was one throughout all Christendom. It was simply the transla- · ~midity IS no~ .an unus~al combmatwn ~ven m men of great 
tion to the political order of the principle of equality which the ' mtellect~al abihty, espectally where the. library takes. the place 
church had preached from · the beginning. But. in the Magna. of experien~e. , . . . . . 
Charta it is. quite limited in its scope. The first experiment on The Preside.nt s pohcy I? Mexico Is . not based up?n his p:;rtY. 
a large scale of this principle to political government occurred p~atform. It IS cfiar~ctenze~ by we_akness, unce~amty, vacilla"' 
nmeng us when the framers of the Constitution, acting under the ti~n; and uncontrollable desrre to mterme~dle m ~exican af· 
impulse of a higher· power, we can not doubt, and as a protest fatrs. He has not had the courage to go mto Me:nco nor the 
to the tyranny of oligm.:chical England, established democracy courage to .stay out. . 
here in its plenitude. [Great applause.] The ~reside~t has repeat~dly declared that he woul~ not m· 

For 40 years, Mr. Speaker, we enjoyed the blessings of a pure terfer_e ~ MeXJco nor permit others to do so. At Indianapolis 
democracy before the effect of this universal application of the he Said · 
rule of the people reached England and brought about the re- Have not European nations taken as· long as they wanted and: spilled as much blood as they pleased in the settling of their affairs ; and 
form of 1832, the first advance of centuries on the part of Eng- shall we: deny that mglrt to Mexico because· she is weak? No~ I say. 
land toward our democratic ideal These people who seek ~o At Columbus, Ohio, in his" recent speech he said: 
give us any different explanation of the faets of history are not The Mexicans may not know what to d.o with their government; but 
genuine Americans; they are Tories. We have always had them that. is none of our busines.s, and,. so. long as I have the power to pre
in our history I do. not. believe for a moment that America~ as vent it, nobody shall "butt In " to alter it for them. 
we know it to-day, is an offspring ·of British institutions. I At the notable talk in the ·white. House not long ago to the 
believe she has a character and genius of hel~ own. Discovered Democratic National Committee where. he referred to ot;p.er peo· 
after centuries of life had been granted to the nations of the ple "talking through their hat," if he is correctly reported,, he 
European Continent, the lifting of the veil that concealed her, a declared "that the Mexicans can raise all the h- they please; 
feat that was accomplished by the intrepid gemus of Columbus, it is none ef our business." Remember, the language I am using 
had in it the providential promises of a new future. That is not mine but the reported language of the President. Cer· 
providence will be secured if we are all truly Americans first- tainly their ability to raise what he so. delicately described, ought 
not in any spurious sense,. but in the real meaning of the term- to satisfy even the President and that wing of the Democratic 
consdous of the high vocation to- which we have· been called as Party that believes in. " watchful waiting.n 
the crusaders of a new era in wllich the rights of man occupy But if the President had followed these declarations, however 
the foremost place and the peace of the people is put before the un-Amel:ican and indefensible they may be, it would have been 
pecuniary advantage· of a moment. :far better for us and probably. for Mexico. But his deeds have 

Upon Congress devolves the high and noble duty to find some been strangers to his words. Instead ot a policy of " hands 
way to lead the country to these higher ideals. There is no· off " it has been. a policy of constant interference in Mexican 
nobler· work to which the representatives of a free people may affairs. 
set their hands. 1\Iay the· collective wisdom. of this Congress The President told, Hue:t:ta that he· must not be a candidate; 
find for us the way of safety and of honor that leads to national that he-would not be recognized. He talked about fair elections 
rectitude and· moral grandeur which should be to-day, as they and constitutional government, and showed a strong desire not 
ever will be, the hope and ambition of a free people. [Long- only to controL Mexican politics but to go. into Mexico and regil-
continued applause.] late the land system of that country. He sent his secret special 

MEXICQ. agents to Mexico City and became involved in a personal quarrel 
with Huerta. This controversy reached its climax in the most 

Tile SPEAKER. Under the special order, the gentleman· ·grotesque and stupendous piece of folly in the history of civilized 
from Washington [Mr· .. HUMPHREYl is recognized for 40 min- nations· when the· President appeared here before. Congress and 
utes.. [Applause.] virtually asked that the United States declare war against 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, in v:iew of Huerta,, the ind1vidual. And, what was. even more ridiculous 
the fact of the killing of many Americans recently in· Mexico, ·and· absurd, it was done. And. for what. reason? Who to-day; 
the news of the last of which has come to us to-day, the will ten us the cause of thataetion? Americans had been driven 
murdering of four American soldiers, confirmation of which· I from Mexico:; American pmpercy, had been destroyed in Mexico.: 
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American men llad been murdered in 1\fe:rico~ American women 
had been outraged in Mexico, but all these did not disturb the 
serenity of "watchful waiting," or recall to the mind of the 
President the Democratic platform declnrations about protect
ing life and property of American citizens atong the border and 
on foreign soil. · 

We were told that Huerta was a murderer, an assassin. a 
"\l.SUrper and a traitor, and a man that we would never under 
any circumstances recognize.. But Huerta, the individual, not 
representing l\Iex.ico but himself, had refused to salute the 
American flag on a gasoline launch in a place where it had no 
1·ight to be; or, to be exact, for the sake of history, Huerta agreed 
to fire 6 guns in salute, while the President, as I recall, demanded 
21. This·insult from an assassin and a murderer that we would 
not in anyway recognize was more than this administt·ation, 
too proud to fight, could endure. Our magnificent battleship 
squadron was hurried to Mexican waters, although at that time 
the Mexican Navy consisted of one old antiquated gunboat. 
The Army was sent to Mexico, and, after Vera Cruz was bom
barded by our Navy, it was landed on Mexican soil. Seventeen 
of our own soldiers lost their lives and more than 100 Mexicans 
were killed. 'Ve seized the customhouse and carried away 
more than a million dollars. And all this for what purpose? 
Why did we go to Mexico and what did we accomplish and why 
did we return? We were told that a German vessel was 
about to land a cargo of guns and ammunition, and this was the 
reason for burrying our Navy to Mexican waters. But that 
same German vessel landed its cargo in Mexico. We are told 
that our Army and Navy went to Mexico to make Huerta 
apologize. Has anyone read that apology! We are told that 
our Army and Navy went to Mexico to make Huerta salute the 
flag. Has anyone heard that salute? And after this magnifi
cent "[)erformance we returned again. What did we accomplish 
and under what pretense did we take the $1,DOO,OOO belonging to 
Mexico, and what has become of it and where is it now? The 
immortal general that marched his men up the hill and then 
marched them down again was a great military genius and won 
a magnificent victory as compru·ed with our vaudeville and dis
creditable performance in :Mexico. 

Many times after we withdrew from Mexico the flag was 
desecrated and insulted without protest and almost without 
notice. After the Huerta incidtnt James McManus, an Ameri
can citizen of high standing, was killed by l\1ex.ican soldiers 
in his own dooryard. The American flag flying over his house 
was torn down and trampled in the filth of the street. Some 
weeks afterwards the Secretary of State made a report on this 

· cowardly assassination to the effect that they-meaning -the 
particular bandit that he was at that time assisting-had 
agreed to pay n..n indemnity for the killing of McManus, but 
that l1e had forgotten whether or not they had agreed to apolo-
gize for insulting the flag. · 

At one time this administration was so sensitive of the sacred 
honor .of our :flag that the Army and Navy were used to force a 
salute, when murder and assassination of our citizens could 
not provoke action. Again, the trampling of our flag in the 
dust \Yas such an insignificant trifle that it left no impression 
on the ponderous intellect of the great preacher .of Chautauqua 
peace at most any cash price.. 

Tllere are none to-day but what know that the flag-saluting 
episode was but a mere pretext eagerly sought to invade Mexico 
and drive out Huerta. 

Poor old Huerta! He has "gone home and ta'en his wag-es." 
According -to- our standards he was an old villain, but he at 
least had courage and ability. His name is written forever 
among the immortals as the only individual in all the world's 
history with wlwm a mighty nation went to war. 

Anu yet we have been told countless times that the admin
istration is entitled to great credit for .keeping us· out of war 
with Mexi.co. If we had landed an army in Japan or Germany 
or England or any other first-class power ; if we had bombarded 
one of their cities, killed their citizens. landed ()Ul' army on 
their soil, .seized and ·carried off their customs .revenue, would 
we· have had war? If that is .not war, what does it take to 
make war? Are we entitled to n,ny credit for escaping war 
only because we bullied and fought a nation too weak and 
.helpless to defend itself? 

Our policy in Mexico ·has earned us the contempt of the 
world and beyond question has greatly -infiuenced the warring 
nations of Europe in llieir present attitude toward us. 

Our Mexican fiasco, discrediting and .humiliating as it was, 
taught us nothing. "Watchful waiting~· continued to be only 
a phrase, for we still intermeddled .and interfered. The ad
ministration still insisted on helping one bandit :and highway-
man against another. Villa now became ·the administration'.s 
pet. Laudatory letters giving an account of the career of this · 

bloody cutthroat were sent out with the approval, if not at 
the suggestion, of the State Department. He was permitted ta 
purchase arms and ammunition in the United States, and this 
was done agllinst the earnest protest and warning from many 
American citizens and especially those along our international 
boundary. Some of this --very ammunition may have been used 
in the recent dastardly and cruel murder of Americans. 

·Negotiations were carried on with Villa and promises mnde 
to him, and it seemed as if the administration were going to 
recognize him as the head of the Mexican <lo\ernrnent. But 
suddenly and without explanation the administration turned to 
Carranza and bencran to help him as against Villa. It permitted 
Carranza to send soldiers and guns and ammunition through 
American territory to be used against Villa. This act is be
lieved by those who are best fitted to judge to be largely if not 
entirely responsible for the recent tragedy where 18 Americnns 
were killed-one of the most cruel and unprovoked murders 
that ever took place in that land of blood and assassination, the
details of which are too horrible to relate. It was feared that 
such would be the result of permitting Mexican troops to pass 
through our country. Many who had friends in Mexico believed 
that such action on our part would lead to ·the slaughter of 
Americans. Nor can the administration plead that it was not 
warned of the probable result upon American life if this were 
permitted. 'rhe distinguished gentleman from New 1\Ie:x:ico, 
Senator FALL, wrote the State Department a letter, pointing out 
the great danger of such action and pleading that no such permis
sion should be given to any of the factions. According to press 
reports published at the time, the acting go\ernor of Sonora, 
Carlos Randall, sent to the State Department on October 29 
Jast a protest that reads as follows: · 

Urge him (President Wilson) to revoke immediately permission granted 
Carranza to send troops over American territory into Agua Prieta, be
cause otherwise we will have to lament any fatal consequ-ences on 
account of the ~reat danger in which all Americans in Sonora will be 
placed, for it is impossible for me to repress the fury of the people and 
the army against the American Government for apparent partiality 
shown in helping one contending Mexican faction, contrary to all rights. 
I trust the American Government realizes the gravity of the situati-on 
and will revoke th~ many-times repeated permission. · 

Many other warnings besides tl1ese were received, and the 
administration can not claim that it permitted this action with 
no idea of what the result might be. 

What right had the administration to rely upon the promises 
·of Garranza? They knew that he was the most unreliable, most 
uncertain, and most untruthful of the entire bunch of banuit<; 
\\ith whom they had been dealing. 

On the same day that the press carried tlte warning from the 
governor of Sonora it published a statement from Cardinal Gib
bons, in which he said: 

Poor Mexico! Things are in bad shape there. I have read much in 
the papers about the final solution of the Mexican situation. I .hav~ 
h~ard all kinds of promises. But how are we to belie-ve that the problem 
is solved? Can we place any faith in these promises? 

A man of promises ; that is Carranza. He (!Un :Promise many things. 
But where are th-e assurances that these promises will be fulfilled·: I 
am hoping an1 trusting that the troubles in Mexico are at an end, but 
I am not sure that Carranza is the man who will bring about these 
oesh·-ed conditions. · 

Cardinal Gibbotls spoke the feeling that possessed all those 
w.ho ·were familiar with con~itions in :M:exieo. 'Vhy did not the 
administration give heed to such warnings :as these and tnke 
steps to see that Carranza's promises were carried out? 

How could the administration .e:q>ect ..any other effect from 
.its action fav.oring Carranza? For months they had favored 
Villa. Tiley had given him every promise and encouragement. 
They had advertised him to the world as a great :and good man
a patriot fighting for freedom. It is believed that they had given 
him a promise of, recognition, and that if the report of Gen. 
.Scott should be made public it \Viii prove there was such an 
arrn..ngeme.n t. 

Then came the sudden change. Villa wa-<3 pushed aside and 
Carranza taken up. It was one of those sudden changes from 
the White House without explanation, such as we haye had 
upon -prepa.redn~ss, upon the Pnnama Oanal, and upon many 
other ·propositions which have so recently cbarocterized Execu-
tiv-e .action. · 

When Villa with an .army .of 13,000 men, that he had led 
across pla_ins and mountains and waterless, treefess deserts, 
suff-ering privations and hardships beyond .description, arrived 
at Augua Prieta, where he expected to find a garrison of 1,500 
men, he found instead that it was occupied by a force of more 
than 5,000, that had been sent there through the United States 
while he was on his wa.y to capture the place. When he at
tacked he w.:a.s repulsed by artillery that had been sent ther@ 
through this country. Here was the former fn.write .of the 
administration that believed that he had been deliberately 
betrayed by his former friends. What would anyone expect 
would be the result upon the mind of such a bloody-minded 
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scoundrel as Villa? Is it any wonder that he vowed vengeance I :Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. Is it not a fact that ex-President Taft 
against all Americans, and what reason had the administration has practically indorsed the policy of Woodrow Wilson in 
to think from his career that this vow would not be carried ont Mexico? 
to the fullest extent in the most cruel and brutal manner? 

If we had not the courage to go into Mexico and pacify it, 
tllen certainly we ougllt at least to keep out of this quarrel and 
not endanger American Jiyes by constantly fayoring one faction 
or the other. 

We make a tremendous bluster about the killing of American 
citizens upon the high seas and fill the air with the tumult and 
the noise of many typewriters, although the killing is only acci
dental and undoubtedly really regretted by those who did the 
act. But so far we have looked with equanimity undisturbed 
while hundreds of Americans haye been purposely foully mur
dered in Mexico in a most cruel and fiendish manner. 

If tile people of this country could but read the fearful tale 
told by the records now hidden in the State Department, if they 
!Jut knew the truth, they would make the atmosphere so hot 
that no longer could anyone adyocate "watchful waiting" and 
breathe it and live. 

The whole policy of the President in 1\Iexico has been wrong 
from the yery beginning. It has been one of meddling between 
factions. It has been one of secret and prh·ate special agents 
representiug the President personally. It llas been a modified 
plan, followed by Peter the Great, the Cresars, and the Emperor 
of China. It has no place in this couutry . . Special agents of 
this character seldom report the truth. They report what they 
are expected .to report. The plan of cutting off the head of the 
bearer of bad news is not yet entirely obsolete in political life. 
'_fhe foreign affairs of this Gover.nment should be carried on 
through diplomatic <'hannels, in accordance with the recognized 
~ystem of modern civilization. Diplomatic chaos supreme nnd 
irretrieYable would reign in this country Under this administra
tion if Col. House were to die. 

Pitiless publicity has giYen way to private, special secret nego
tiations through personal agents and representatives. 

'l'he President says that the Mexicans should have "the right 
to spill all the blood they please," and it is none of our business. 
Certainly the American people baye ref,'l."ettetl this expression of 
the Pre'sident. I do not believe that the American people believe 
in this policy of slaughter and savagenr. Certninly this has not 
always been the policy of this Nation. 'Vhen the shrieks and 
groans of murdered and tortured men. the sobs nnd cries of starv
ing women and children in Cuba ~·eached ns the American people 
tlemandetl that these atrocities should end, an<l when that de
mand was disregarded our answer was not "watchful waiting," 
nor did we tell them that they could shed all th~ blood that they 
pleased, nor did we say that it was none of our busine s, but the 
. American people arose as one man, tlro\e the yellow flag of Spain 
from the 'Vestern Hemisphere, and placed Cuba among the na
tions of the earth. And the day is not far off when the people of 
this counh-y, regardless of the attitude of the administration, will 
see that peace is brought to unhappy l\Iexico. 

The President may believe that the Mexicans have the right to 
shed all the JJlood that they pTt~ase. But I most emphntically 
deny that the :Mexicans llaYe the right to shed ~merican blood 
·upon either American or Mexican soil. Paraphrasing a sentence 
of the eloquent Ingersoll, "A flag that will not protect its citizens 
cYerywhere is a filthy rug that contaminates the air in which it 
floats." 

What are the conditions in Mexico to-day after all this time 
of "watchful waiting"? StarYation. fnmine, want, robbery, 
plunder, rapine, assassination, and ·murder. Every crime ami 
every cruelty that ignorance and hate can invent has been per
petrated, and still there· is no end. The only thing that profits 
by the contlitions in that unhappy land is the eager vulture 
tllat circles above the scene of slaughter waiting to feed and 
fatten upon the deacl and dying. Dante's hell could add nothing 
to the horrors of that unfortunate country . .. 

Whenever tl1e question of 1\fexico is discussed some Democrat 
in l1is solemn majesty arises and, with a look of superior wisdom, 

· inquires, 'Vhat would you do? That question is a confession 
on the part of the administration of their inability to deal with 
tl1e situation. · Almost any -Republican can advise the adminis
tration to the advnntage of the country upon this question if it 
will follow the ndvice. 

l\Ir. O"SHAUNESSY. Will the gentleman yield for a ques
tion? 

1\Ir. HU.l\lPHREY of 'Vashington. Yes. 
1\Ir. O'SH.A .. UNESSY. What was the policy of President Taft 

in 1\lexico when similar circumstances were transpiring there? 
~Ir. HUl\IPHE_EY of Washington. In the first place there 

·were no "similar circumstances" under President Taft; but · if 
Pre ·ident Taft made a mistake, it is no excuse for the present 
administration. 

. l\Ir . . HUMPHREY of Washington. President Taft has done 
some vei·y unwise things, but I do not think he ever went 
that far. You can not expect a great man to always be right. 

1\fr. SCHALL. ·wm the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. HUMPHREY of 'Vashington. Yes. 
Mr. SCHALL. Does the gentleman know 'vhether Turtle 

Island is fortified by the .Japanese? 
l\I.r. HUMPHREY of Washington. No; I haye no informa

tion whatever on the subject. 
Speaking for myself, but believing that I voice the sentiment of 

the American people, there are some things that I would tlo in 
reganl to l\:lex:ico if upon me rested the responsibility. I would 
either go into l\lexico and pacify the country or I would keep 
my hands entirely out of Mexico. If we are too proud to fight 
we should. be too proud to quarrel. I would not choose between 
murderers. I wonld not permit either side to procure guns or 
ammunition in this country that may hereafter be used to mur
der Americans. I would not depend upon secret personal agents 
for my information. I \Yonlcl deal openly and in the light of day 
with the Mexican situation. I would practice pitiless publicity 
as \Yell as preach it. I would give the American people tile facts. 
I would let them lmow the truth, and if that is done the Alneri
'can people will quickly decide what shall be done. And, auove 
all, I w·ould do this, the thing that should have been done more 
thnn three years ago, and if it had been done, the letting of 
American blood in l\lexico would not have occurred; I would 
serve notice upon all factions that no longer would any of thein 
be permitted, lmder any pretense whateYer, to destroy AmPrican 
property or to mm·der American men or to raYish Arnet·ican 
women, and back of that notice I would place the power of this 
great Republic. [Applause.] 

l\Ir. Speaker, I yield back the remainder of my time. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman yields back 10 minutes. 

PREP ABED l\"TES S. 

l.\lr. DIES. l\lr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con.'ent to address 
tile House for 15 minutes. 

TJ1e SPEAK.ER. The gentleman from Texas a ·ks unanimous 
consent to address the House for 15 minute . Is there objec
tion? 

There was no objection. 
l\lr. DIES. l\Ir. Speaker, I know there are a great number 'of 

Members of the House of H.epresentatiYes who are arixious to 
become leaders. EYery good man wants power, to wield it for 
a good purpose, even though bad men want it for bad purposes . 
Knowing the love of power to be 'almost universal anll that my 
colleagues entertain the desire for leadership, I have requested 
these 15 minutes to give them consolation and some pointers. 

This morning's Philadelphia Inquirer has a lending e<litorial 
entitled "Congressman..l\1AXN as a real leader." I can. not read 
it all.....:.....it would take too much time--but I will read the first 
paragraph. It says: ' . 

The vigorous anu clearly defined speech of Congressman MA~~ in 
fa>or of strengthening the Army anu Navy, and his eloquent plea to 
make this a national and not a partisan or political question, lifts him 
into immediate prominence as tlle real leader of this most important 
movement. 

[Applause on the Republican side.] 
Thereby all previous fl.oppel"S are relegated to the rear. 

[Laughter.] And tllis is made the true slogan of leader:llip
that he who makes the latest flop shall lead us all. [Laughter.] 

Now, this latest feat oce1.1rred in the garden of my <li ~·tin
guished friend the gentleman from illinois. He was sitting in 
his garden-not working in his garden-meditating, and a Yision 
of blighting war came o'er his dt•eams. He saw this country 
in deadly strife with the greatest naval power in the world
England-and he decided cer tain things that he thought ought 
to be divulged to the House and the country. I wish I was in 
the secret of the dreams tllat came to haunt his Yision and 
disturb his peace when he saw his country locked in a sh··nggle 
with this great naval power, seeing tilat he had just gone to 
his garden from a ses ion 0f Congress \vhere he had led the 
fight against a larger. Navy. 

In that session, occurring n few months before this gardeu 
meditation, my friend thought the American Navy was greater 
than that of England--

SEVERAL MEMBERS. Germany. 
· 1\lr. DIES. Germany ; an<l he argued that point on 11age 
2673 · of the CoNoREssroN...u. RECORD. Then he thought tha"t 
-$1,000,000 in the naval bill was too much for air craft, and he 
proposed to cut it down to $500,000, as you will see at pnge 
2881. · He then thought that $1,300,000 was quite too much 
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for air craft in the Army bill, and proposed to. cut it ·down to 
$600,000. 

Before this garden meditation, in the Congress which pre
cede(l it, he made the point of order against $400,000 for 
marine barracks, a~ you will see at page 2888. He also mad~ 
a point of order against . '500,000 to complete the ratiio stations, 
ns you will see at page 2922 of the RECORD. He also made a 
point of order against two first-class battle crui ers-

1\lr. DAVIS of Tex:as. Ainen! [Laughter.] 
l\ll'. DIES. That is what we all said ''hen he was leading 

that tight. 
1Hr. DAVIS of Texas. I say it now. 
1\lr. DIES. While no record of the vote appears in the CoN

Glll!: IONAL REcoRD, it is not to be doubted that the gentleman 
from Illinois voted against the amendment to bring into the 
bill 16 submarines, instead of only 2 as proposed in the bill. 
Ftnally he voted against two battleships and in favor of one. 
He would. have done more against the bill, but for the faet 
that there is a courtesy among leaders, when they are leailing 
an assault upon a bill, that they shall not all assault it at the 
same time. Other leaders \vere assaulting different parts of 
the bill, while the gentleman from Illinois was assaulting these 
particular parts. 

These other leaders, I may say, have meilitated in their garden 
during the vacation between the last session of Congre s and 
this. They will be heard from later as to their attitude, and 
disclose their garden meditations to the American public. 

Page 2108 of the RECORD. 1\1r. l\1A:r.""N adduces some irresistible 
logic against the colossal expenditure for the .American Navy. 
I suppose his logic in the meditation in the garden went to 
sma ·h along with the views he expressed a few months pre
vious. He saitl on page 2108 : 

'In making reasonable provision for war, that is all we ought to ·be 
expected to do; it would be foolish. it seems to me, for any country to 
spf'nfl all of its resources in preparing for war and neglect other things 
which are much . more important. 

Tlwt brings me to the question which I 'Youltllike to ask of 
this new leader with reference to his statement that we shoulll 
prepare for a greater Navy than Great Britain-! wish he 
would state to the House the cost of building a navy equal to 
that of Great Britain. I wish he would suggest to the House 
the cost of maintaining an American Navy equal to that of 
Great Britain. I wish he would. state in specific terms to the 
House bow mucb the building program of the ~o\.lnerican Navy 
wouhl be if we are to keep pace with Great Britain. 

It is easy to glibly say at one ession that we will con
struct but one battleship and be against submarines and avia
tion, and then, after meditation in the garden, the next session 
propose that we shall embark upon a program wl1ich no politi
cal varty would stand for, a program which the gentleman h~m
self when reduced to figures would. npt stand for. 

Mr. Speaker, a little later on in the session I shall crav-e the 
intlulp:ence of the House, when I can have the time, to discuss 
the whole preparedness question. I also have meditated some
''hat in my garden during the summer, and my meditations 
'i'\'"ere just · about what my votes and speeches were when I fol
Io,Yed the leadership of the gentlem._'lfl from Illinois against 
these large expenditures. 

A year ago Germany, England, and all Europe were at war, 
and a year ago the same state of international politics existed 
as now, and it naturally pro<luces a lurking suspicion, in my 
min(l at least, that these gentlemen were not so much meditat
ing in theie gardens as they were reading the great metropoli
tan newspapers of the country, wllich ha\e not published the 
tn1th in reganl to the American Navy. 

The American Navy, which the gentleman from illinois said 
was greater than the German a year ago, in spite of his assault 
on the progra..m, received the largest appropriation in its entire 
llistory. In the two years of l\fr. Wilson's auminisb.:ation more 
money was appropriated for the construction of the Navy than 
in the entire four years of President Taft or in any four years ' 
of the Terribl-e . Teddy. A<lmiral Fletcher says that it is 15 
per cent stronger to-day than it was a year ago. 'I'o-day the 
mru'ksmnnship of the Ame1:ican Navy is· 30 per cent better than 
it 'iYas a year ago. These European Go-vernments, which a year 
ago, according to t11e leadel' from Illinois, were bleeding to 
denth along the lines of Russia anti France, have shed. oceans 
of blood and issued billions of bonds. There is less excuse for 
hysteria to-day than there 'Yas a year ago. .[Applause.] . 

There is more need for statesmanship than a year ago, with '· 
moving pictures running in this city illustrating the devasta
tion of our counh·y, the ravaging of our homes, all calculated 1 
to (hive the · American people war mad. I wish the gallant 
leader from Illinois had continued to do battle for the best 
traditions of our country instea-d of . following off after this 

rna O:dlillg ihoving-picture campaign, which shows the destruc
tion of our Navy and the invasion of our counh'Y without the 
loss of a single foreign life upon our shores. [Applause.] 

INTERNATIONAL HIGH COM~fiSSION. 

M.r. FLOOD. M.r. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to b1ke 
up the bill H. R. 8235, to provide for the maintenance of the 
United States section of the International High Commission. 
- The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani
mous consent to take up fm' present consideration the bill 8235, 
of which the Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Bill H. R. 8235, to provide for the maintenance of the United States 

section of the International High Commission. 
The SPEAKER. I s there objection? 
l'lir. l\IANN. I aRk that the bill be reported. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc, That the Secretary of the Treasury is herehy 

given authority, wifh the approval of the President, to request the 
United States seetion of the International High Commission to cooper
ate with the other sections o! the commission on determining the mo t 
satisfactory means of carrying out the recommendations of the First 
Ean Ameiican Financial Conference. 

For the purpose of meeting such actual and necessary expenses on 
the part of the United States section of the commission as may arise 
from its work and investigations, or as may be incidental to its attend
ance at the meeting of the said International High Commission, the 
sum of $40,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treas
ury not otherwlse apprupriated, to be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, to be immediately available, and to 
remain available until expended. 

The Clerk also read the following committee amendment : 
Page 1, strike out lines 3 to 9, both inclusive, and insert in lieu 

thPreof the following : 
•· That the a,ppointment of the nine delegates by the Secretary of tbe 

Treasury to represent the 'Cnited ~ta.tes in the proceedings of the Inter
national IIigh Commiso3ion to be held in Buenos Aires, Argentina, dur
ing the year 191G, in accordance with the action of the First Pan 
.A:merican Financial Conference held in Washington dm:ing the year 
1915, pursu:mt to the provisions of an act of Congress, approved 1\Iarch 
4, 1915, E.>ntitled 'An art making appropriations for the Diplomatic an1l 
Consular :::lcrvicc for the fiscal year E:nding June 30, 19-16,' be, aml the 
same is liereoy, appro>ed and confirmed; such delegates shall be h-nown 
as the United Htates section of the International High CommlsRion 
an<l shall c.ooperate with the other sections of the conunission in taking 
action upon th.e recommendations of the FiTst Pan American Finanl'ial 
Conference: and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to fill any 
vacancies that may occur m the United States section of said intNna
tional commission." 

The SPEAr'-.ER. I!S there objection? 
Mr. WINGO. l\Ir. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 

shoul-d like to ask the gentleman from Virginia [l\lr. Fr.ooD], 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs,. if it is inten<led 
by the passage of this bill to approve any agreement entered 
into between the different representatives of these countries at 
the last meeting of that commission? 

1\Ir. FLOOD. No;· it is not. The international high commis
sion Vi'ill con ider the suggestions made by the financial confer
ence and put them into such shape as they think proper anti . 
make recommendations to the legislati'i"e bodies of the ilifferent 
countries \"lith reference to them. These recommendations wilL 
have no effect unless they are approved by the legislatiYe 
botlies of the various countries. 

l\1r. WINGO. Is it intended. that this commission at its ne:rt 
meeting shall take up any pt·opositions tending to an alliance 
between this country and the South American countries with 
J:eference to ran American affairs? 

~.Ir. FLOOD. It is intended to take up business proposi
tions with reference to bills of exchange and matters of busi
ne s intercourse and. make recommendations to the legislative 
bodies of the different countries with a view to bringing about 
a uniformity in business transactions. 

Mr .. WINGO. It is intended to limit their work entirely to 
financial ::tnd commercial exchanges? 

Mr. FLOOD: Yes. 
Mr. WlNGO. No political agreements of any kind? 
l\1r. FLOOD. None ~hatever. 
l\.1r . . \V"'NGO. That would enter into the foreign or domestic 

policy of the United. States or any of those countries? 
Mr. FLOOD. None whatever. It would not deal with any 

such · question. 
Mr. WINGO. Is it intended that the posittons of these dele

gates appointed on the part of the United. States shall be 
permanent? 

Mr. FLOOD. No; they are appointed for this one conference. 
Mr. WINGO. This particular meeting? 
1\fr. FLOOD. Yes; ::tnd this appropriation is made for this 

particular meeting and to bear the expenses that will be in
cmTed between now nnd the time of meeting and the making 
of the report to Congress and the publishing of the proceedings 
of the meeting. 
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:Mr. WL.~GO. As I understand the gentleman, they are to 
report whatever their recommendations are to this Congress 
for action. Of course, any agreement that had to do with 
foreign affairs would have to take the form of a treaty between 
the countries affected :mel would haYe to be reported to the 
Senate. Is the gentleman advised whetl;l-er it is intended to 
consult the Congress upon any arrangement they may make 
with reference to :financial or commercial agreements? 

l\Ir. FLOOD. Any suggestions that this international com
mission, composed· of not more than nine delegates from each of 
the 20 ot· 21 American Republics, shall make will be reported to 
Congress, and Congr~ss can accept or reject them. · 

l\Ir. WINGO. There is no intention to bind the United States 
through its executive departments to any kind of financial, 
commercial, or diplomatic arrangements? 

l\lr. FLOOD. No; it would have no binding effect at all until 
it is passed by Congress. 

The SPEA . .KEll. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. '.rhls bill is on the Union CtJ.lendar. 

1\fr. FLOOD. 1\fr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
!Jill be con idered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

'l'he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani
mous consent to consider the bill in the House as in the Com
mittee on the ·whole. Is there objection? 

Mr. 1\fANN. 1\lr. Speaker, I object. 
l\lr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolYe 

itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 8235. 

The motion "\vas agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 8235, with 1\fr. DIEs in the chair·. 

The CHA.IRM:AN. The Clerk will report the bill. 
Tile Clerk read the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. If no one desires to be heard on general 

debate, the Clerk will read the bill for amendment under the five
minute rule. 

1\fr. l\1ANN: 1\Ir. Cl1airman, if no one else desires to be 
hearu, I uo. I think the gentleman from Virginia ought to ex
plain something about the bill an<l also something about what 
this conference did at its meetings last summer while it was here. 
I believe that it wa.s said that a report was sent to each Member 
of Congress, and doubtless that is true, but it was sent during the 
summer, probably, when no one was here. At least I never re
ceived any copy of the report of what the conference <lid. 

1\fr. FLOOD. Mr. Chairman, in the winter of last year Sec
retary of the Treasury 1\fcA.doo conceiYed the idea of bringing 
together in a conferenc'€ the financiers an<l business men of all 
the American Republics,. with a · view to strengthen the ties of 
friendship existing between the e countries an<l to bring about 
closer an<l more import..'lnt trade relations between them. 

His idea was heartily indorsed by the Presi<lent, the Secre
tary of State, and the Congress, and provision wa. made in 
the 1916 diplomatic and consular appropri?-tion bill for this 
conference to be held in \Vashington. An appropriation of 
$00,000 was carried in that bill to defray the eA-penses of it. 

This conference was hel<l in this city last l\lay and was 
attended by a large number of the important financial and 
commercial men of this country and 18 of the Central and 
South American countries. 

The conference was in session for almost a week, and one of 
the results of its deliberation was the passage .of a resolution 
unanimously recommending the appointment by each of the 
countries represente<l in the conference of a section of an 
international high commission, which was charged with the 
duty of perfecting the sugge tions made by the conference, and 
after these suggestions had been perfected of submitting them 
to their seYeral GoYernments for adoption or rejection. 

This commission was empowered to take up particularly the 
questions of a currency and exchange standard, the law of 
negotiable instruments, fiscal and custom regulations, rules for 
commercial travelers, patent and copyright legislation, and an 
extension of tl1e proce s of arbih·ation for the adjustment of 
commercial disputes and other matters. ' 

The proposition for such an international high commission 
was readily adopted by all of the co1mtries concerned, and all 
of them have appointed sections of this commission. 

'.rile suggestion was that each country should appoint not 
more than nine members of the commission, which ·should · be 
known as the .section of the commission for that particUlar 
country. The 19 countries, including the Unite<l States, liave 
maue their appointments. 

It was ·provided that in each country the secretary of the 
treasury, or the finance minister, should be the · chairman of 
the section of the commission from his counh·y. Soon after 

the conference adjourned, Secretary McAdoo name<l the United 
States section of the International High Commission, ant1 it 
has done much work toward preparing the suggestions which 
will be made at the meeting of the high commission. The 
Argentine Government has e:rtended a cordial invitation for the 
International High Commission to meet in Buenos Aire~ ou 
April 3, 1916. This im·Uation has been acct:pted uy all of the 
countries involved. . 

The purpose of this bill is to make an appropriation to bear 
the expenses arising from the appointment of the Unite<l States 
section of the International High Commission, to confirm the 
appointments of the Unite<l States section made by Secretary 
McAdoo, and to give our section an official status not le~s 
definite than that enjoyed by the sections of the commission of 
other countries. 

This appropriation is asked for by the Secretary of the Treas
ury to carry out these purposes. It is indorsed by the Secre
tary of State and the Pre. ident. 

I hold in my hand a letter from the Presi<lent, which I semi 
to the Clerk's desk and ask to have read. 

Hon. HEXRY D. FLOOD, 
House of Represe11tatives. 

JAXUARY 12, 191G. 

MY DEAn Mn. FLOOD : I hope that you will not consiller it an un
warranted liberty on my part if I write to urge very strongly the appro
priation of $40,000 for carrying on the work of the United StateR sec
tion of the International High CommiRsion appointed · as a r esult 
of the action of the Pan American Financial Conference. All of 
the Central and South Amerkan Republics bale appointed t"tleir 
sections of this commiRsion; the work of the commission was lnitlatetl 
by the action of the United ' tates; our relations with the Central antl 
South American countries are now upon a happier footing than ever 
before; and it seems to me of vital consequence for the support or one 
of the most important parts of our foreign policy that we shoul4l sus
tain our own portion of this work now so successfully inauguratc4l tlnu 
progressing so admirably. 
· · Cordially and sincerely, yours, WooDROw WILSON". 

The conception of this conference by Secretary McAdoo was 
a wise piece of statesmanship; the dignity with which ile l1l'll
sided over the conference, and the abiLity with which he has 
handled all matters raised by tJ1e conference, or suggested by it. 
has won the admiration of those of all countries who atte11!led 
the conference or have kept in touch with it. 

I will say, l\Ir. Clwirman, that I attended this conferen<'e. ant1 
the ahility with which the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
United States presided oYer the conference an<l the · ability ancl 
energy with which he has since carrietl out the suggestion.• !!ris
ing from that conference has met the approYel of the reprcsentn
tiYes of all the counh·ies which had representatives in that confer
·ence; and I belieye he is entitled to the highest commentlntion 
on the part of om· people. 

1\fr. 1\IAI\"'N. Will the gentleman yielu for a question? 
1\lr. FLOOD. ·Yes, sir. · 

· .fr. l\IA1"\TN. Of course I tlit1 not nttend tlntt conference, was 
not here, and have not read the procee<lin_gs of the conference. 
I did reatl something in the newspapers concel'nin~ it, bnt I am 
perfectly well aware that that iS not alway. the way to get at 
what a hotly really doe. ; but I got the impre ion somehow, I 
suppose from something I . aw in the newspapers, that the main 
purpose of thls conference when it n:iet was to boost the 1\lcAtloo 
shipping bill. NmY, the gentleman was there, and he will know 
whether that was the case or not. 

l\.ir. FLOOD.- I wns there, l\1r. Chairman, and I know ·that 
was not the case. 

In the first place, all of the delegates of the foreign conntL·ies 
were, hy the action of the United States Congress, the gue:-;t~ <lf 
the Nation. It was not possible, and certainly it was not tlesir
able, that they should be forbidden to expre s their views upon 
any <ru.estion which they thought was vital to the commercial 
and financial interests of Central and South Americ~ nn1l tlJe 
Unite<l States. The expressed purposes of the conference wt>re 
to promote more intimate financial relations between the coun
tries represented in the conf~rence, ~nd, of necessity, ·ever}~thing 
material to the discussion was properly brought forward . He
fore the conference ass~mbled in Washington the delegates from 
Arg{mtina and Chile expre~sed themselves in newspaper inter
views in· New York to the effect that the most important thing 
to be done for the strengthening and development of our fi!lan
"cial and commercial relations with Sonth an<l Central America 
was the prompt provision of adequate steamship ·service. They 
regarded this as of paramount importance. As -practical uu~i
ness men they realized that no other element in the structure of 
international trade was of such absolute and ohjective nece sity. 

On the first · day of the conference, l\1ay 24, 1915, the chairman 
of the .A.rg~nti.Iie delegation, Dr. Samuel Hale Pearson, addressed 
the conference ·as foll<hvs : 

Mr. President, before finishing the session of to-day -I wo.ultl like to 
' sa:v that this morning we heard with great pleasure and satisfaction the 
words of His Excellent!y the . President of the United States with rPgard 
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to the ability to strengthen the relations between our countries of ·North, 
Central, and South America if we had fast and good steamship com
munications. I am sure that every one of us here present-! inean of 
all the Americas-would be very pleased if the honorable Secretary of 
the Treasury would name a special commission of a few of the principal 
citizens and most interested men who could give the best ideas as to bow 
to form this combination of North, Central, and South .America, united in 
a special commis.sion that we might call the " commission on fast navi
gation," to work out a plan whereby with individual capital or with the 
help of our Governments we could in a short time see a powerful steam
~bip line that would help us to develop our common intercourse and at 
the same time know that we woulll be free from having to depend on 
l·~u1·opean powers for the transportation of our merchandise and also to 
IJring us here and to take you south, as we want all the .Americas to 
know each other as we have been accustomed to knowing Europe. 

.On the following clay, May 25, the Secretary of the Treasury 
ap110inte<1 a committee representing the South American Repub
lics most intereste<l, namely, Argentina, Brazil, Uruguay, Chile, 
Peru, ami Ecuador, and appointed to represent the United States 
on the same committee· Bon. Edward N. Hurley, of the Fe<leral 
Trad-e Commission; Mr. R. Goodwin Rhett, of the United States 
Chamber of Commerce; l\Ir. Paul Fuller, of New York; ·CoL 
Franklin Q. Brown, of New York; 1\Ir. George W. Norri ·, of 
Philadelphia; 1\Ir. Harry A. Wheeler, of Chicago; and 1\Ir. J. G. 
White, of New York. Manifestly he could not do less, as presid
ing officer of the conference, than to accede to the wishes of 
our foreign guests and permit this important subject to be uis
cussed and considered by a committee of the conference and later 
by the conference itself. 

At the seventh ·session of the conference, 1\Iay 29, 191G, the 
committee on transportation ·submitted its report. 

As a result of the disc11ssion and by unanimous Yote of the 
conference, including not only the foreign uelegate but those 
representing the United States, the following resolution was 
adopted: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this conference that improvetl 
ocean transportation facilities lletween the countries composing the 
Pan American Union has become a vital and imperati'l"e necessity, and 

· that every effort &hot:ld be !na.cle to secure, at the earliest possibiP. 
moment, such improved means of ocean transportation, since it is of 
primary importance to the extension of trade and rommerce and im
proved financial relations between the American Republics. 
. 'Vben this re olution \Yas introuuceu an attempt was made 

to. inject the uiscussion of the shipping laws of the Unitetl 
States through the offer of an amendment, which the Secretary 
of the Treasury, as presiding officer, declined to entertain be
cause it bad relation to national policies, with ·which he thought 
the conference could not properly deaL 

On pages 283 and 284 he used the following language: 
Now, as I said before, this is not a convention for the purpose of 

uetermining national policies. It ·is a conference for the purpo!"e of 
exchanging views, laying upon the taiJle all facts anll information 
obtained, together with expressions of opinion from the various <·oun
tries revresented here as to what things are nee<le<l. with suggested 
possible remedies. These are to be sifted lly you, and we are goiug to 
try to extract from this crucible into whlch we put all of these sug-
gestions some refined thing which we hope will work to the advantage 
of our .. respectlve countries. · 

I would therefore suggest that we confine our . expression to the 
resolution which Gov. Francis has offered . . I do not think that we 
are here to discuss government ownership or subsidies or any other 
such matter. That has become rather a political contro'\"ersy in this 
country, anu this is not the place to thrash it out. 

Dr. Pearson, of Argentina, seconded the re. ·olution nbo>e 
quoted, which \vas put to the conference and adopted unani
mously. 

On page 290 Mr. Roger W. Babson, of Boston, nskell the 
chairman if he would consider a motion to haYe the Secretary 
of the Treasury appoil1t a committee from tllis country on a 
shipping bill, and so forth. His reply was as follows: 

I think it woul-:! be unwise to do that. It seems just a bit . outside 
of the scope of this conference. The shipping question here has 
become v£<ry much of u political ~uE.'stion, and I um most anxious that 
politics shall not b1! injected into this meeting in any form at all. 

The gentleman will see from this that the conference was 
not used· at all to boost the shipping bill. 

Mr. l\lANN. · I gave, with some reluctance, my personal 
assent to the provision that became the law and made the ap
propriation last spring, and yet when I read the newspapers 
it must have been that I got the impression fi'om them that the 
conference was being used, it seemed to me, 'vholly politically, 
though I did not .credit it, as I often ~lo not credit everything 
i. ·ee in print. It seemed impossible that a man like Secretary 
1\IcAdoo would make · use of such an occasion for political pur
pbses. So I am glad to have in the REcoun the statement which 
has been made. 

l\Ir. FLOOD . . Yes; and I am glad. to make it. I was myself 
Yery much impresse<l with the dignity aml ability aQ.d force 
with which the Secrebrry of the Treasury presiued over that 
conference anu the intimate knowledge he showed· of every 
question that was raised before it. I ·was there when this par
ticular matter came up, and I do know that he did everything 
he. could with prop_riety to pr~vent any kind of discussion of 

the question referred to by the gentleman from Illinois [l\fr. 
MANN], and I am very glad to have been able to mal~e this 
statement here. Of course we know, Mr. Chairman, that our 
political opponents will criticize things we do, whether there is 
justification for the criticism or not. And some of the news
papers did refer to this matter irr criticism of the Secretary. 

I am going to take occasion to refer briefly to the very severe 
attack which has been made ·upon the Mexican policy of the 
administration by the gentleman from Washington [1\ir. Huu
PHBEY] in his speech to-day. I hope some time in the near future 
to get an opportunity to reply in detail to that attack, and I 
am satisfied I can show to this House and demonstrate to the 
country that the course pursued by President Wilson in refer
ence to Mexico is the only course that any administration couhl 
have pursued with due regard to the honor and interests of the 
American people. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The one happy circumstance arising out of the presel).t ili~
tressing condition of the world is tltat it has brought th·~ 
Americas closer together. This situation and the tendency of 
the cooperation which has resulted therefrom has been strength
ened by every act of the present administration. [Applause.] 

The President, the Secretary of State, and the Secretary of 
the Treasury have accomplished great results in replacing the 
feeling of suspicion and distrust with which we were Tegarcled 
by our Pan American neighbors with a feeling of trust and 
generous cooperation and affection. [Appln use on the Demo
cratic side.] 

Our political opponents '"·ill, of course, criticize the numinis
h·ation and the majority party, but when the time comes "·e 
will appeal from that criticism to the American people upon the 
record of the Democratic administration and the Democratic 
Congresse::;, confident that the people will sustain that record 
and giye the country the blessing of another Democratic ad-
ministration. [Applause.] · 

The ":-it. ·on administration has drawn the Americas closer 
together, it has brought pro perity to the entire countr·y, aml it 
has kept us out of \Var. [Applause.] 

To-day we are the only great Nation in the world throu;!hbut 
\Yhose borders peace and prosperity walk hand in hand. Thes~' 
splendid facts \Yill not be forgotten b~· the people and will giYe 
·woodrow· 'Vilson a seconll term in the White House. [.Al1lJiause 
on the Democratic si<le.] 

1\Ir. l\IOORE of PennsylYania and l\Ir. COOPER of "iscon
sin rose. 

The CHAilUL-L~. The Chair hn · alrenuy recognized the 
gentleman ·from Pennsylvania [l\li·. MoonE]. 

l\Ir. l\IOOREJ of Pennsyl>ania. Mr. Chairman, it seems 
entirely proper, in ,-iew of the depleted condition in which 
the Treasury of the United States finds itself, that we slwulu 
discuss this problem of financing South America. It is another 
one of those interesting problems of the present administration 
that tliYerts attention_ from the difficulty that confronts it in 
the way of raising resoui·ces to run the country. But that is 
not altogether wlmt I want to say. 

TJ1e distinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. Dn:s], who 
has risen from the floor to the Chair, and who now presides 
with great grace owr this body, is axiomatic. A little while 
ago be paraphrased· tl1e familiar quotation ' He who ·laughs 
last laughs best" uy suggesting that "He 'vl1o makes the -latest 
flop shall leatl us all." An<l he hall the temerity and the cour
age, in this rweser.t day and generation of kaleidoscopic changes 
on the part of a Democratic administration, to apply that sug
gestion to the lle11ublican leader because, in his \visclom, after 
holding to certain principles of economy in times of peace he 
suggested that this country should 11repare itself · against the 
possibility of an attack. 

Now, in all fairness, gentlemen, if he "who flops last is to 
lead us," then how are we to regard the present occupant of 
the White House? Is it not apparent, when it comes to the 
question of flopping, that as u flopper upon great public ques
tions, as a flopper in the face of a platform that he was pledged 
to live up to, there bus nevet· been the superior of the present 
lender of the Democ1;atic Party? [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

CII.\XGES OF FROXT. 

Upon this question of a tariff bonnl-anu, for the :ake of 
relieving the SU!?pen.'·e of the country we may call it a tnriff 
con;~mission-let us consider the announcement which came from 
the White House .only yesterday. After destroying a Republican • 
tariff boa.r<l, _that was as effective ,as any commission ean . be 
under the Constitution; after supposedlY. coyering the powers 
of such a board in the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Com
~erce; a,fter '.' .sneakipg " . r. provision into the so-calle<l trnde 
commission bill that was to give ampJe power;; to the allministra-., 
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tion for all the purpo es of a tarifl: board or tariff commission, 
or whatever it might be,. we find the gentlemen who marched up 
the· hill upon the Baltimore platform coming down yesterday 
morning, with the announcement from the White House that 
after a conference with the distinguished leader of the Demo
cratic Party- in this House the program for the future is to 
include " a tariff commission bill that is to be reperted by the 
Committee on Ways antT Means." Speaking of flopping, which 
is a1.'in to a change of front, the doing to-day that which you 
promised yesterday not to do-let us see where the leader of 
Democracy stands in this matter. 

WHAT THE rRESID!lXT SAID~ 

In his letter of- acceptance to· that assembled multitude of 
Democrats who wandered over to the shores of Jersey two and 
one-half years ago, the Democratic nominee for the Presidency 
said. 

It is obvious that the changes we make
And this was with respect to the tariff-

should be made only at su.ch a rate and in such a way as will least 
interfere with the normal and healthful course or commerce and manu
facture. But- we shall not on that account act with timidity, as if' wt> 
did not know our own minds, for we are certain of our ground and (Jf 
our: object. 

Mark you, then. when the Democrats had destroyed the 
Republican tariff board, when you believed that you were in a 
position to establish a system that would be an improvement 
upon it, you did not proceed as your candidate for President 
then said, as if you "did not know your own minds/' because 
you were "certain of your ground." Yes; as certain of your 
ground as you were when in that speech delivered at Washing
ton Park, N. J., some time after, your same candidate for 
President declared that that platform which you had adopted 
at Baltimore was "not · molasses with which to catch :(lies," 
but was to be lived up to even though in the course of time 
those who rebelled against it might " be hanged as high as 
Haman." -

Your President" knew his ground" when he was a candidate. 
You followed him faithfully, believing you knew your ground 
when you destroyed the institution of protection. and that 
tariff board which the Republican Pa1:ty had provided for the 
ascertainment of tariff facts. 

THE REPUBLICAN TARIFF IDEA. 

Mark the difference. President Taft in J1is letter of accept
ance on August 1, 1912, said: 

The American people may rest assured that should the Republican 
Party be restored to power in all legislative branches all the schedules 
in the present tariff of which complaint is made will be subjected to 
investigation and report by a competent and impartial tariff board, 
and to the reduction or change which may be necessary to sqoaTe the 
rates with the facts. 

Let us carry the contrast a little further. In your party 
platform at Baltimore you declared. against the constitutional 
right of the Federal Government to impose or C(}liect tariff 
duties except for the purpose of revenue. You denouncetl the 
Republican tariff system and appealed " to the American people 
to suppo~t us in our demand f01~ a tariff for revenue only." 
The Republican platform adopted at Chicago, on the other 
Jllmd, declared for protection as usual, and for . information 
that-
can best be· obtained by an expert commission as to ilie large volume 
of useful facts contained in ilie recent report of the Tariff Board. 

The following quot.c'ltlon from the Republican platform is 
llighly illuminating at the pre ent time: 

The pronounced featlll"e of modern industrial life is its enormous 
diversification. To apply tariff rates justly to these changing- condi
tions requires clo er study and more scientific methods ilian ever 
before. The Republican Party has ·shown by its cr·eation of a Tactff 
Board its recognition of this situation. and its deter·mination to be 
equal to it. We condemn the Democratic Party for its failure either to 
provide funds for the continuance of this board or to make some othe1· 
provision for securing the information. requisite for intelligent" tariff 
legislation. We protest against the Democratic method o:t legislating 
on these vitally important subjects without careful investigation. 

CUTTING DOWN OUR INDUSTRIES. 

Thus the issue was joined upon which the campaign of 1912 
was fought out. Your candidate, observing the desh·uction of 
the Republican Tariff Board, "knew his ground." We prom~ 
ised to restore that Tariff Board in order that the President 
and the Gongress might ascertafn the facts upon which to base 
the legislation which would. bring sufficient revenue ·into the 
Treasury to run the country without internal taxes. But 

- your President, who knew his mind, and who said your plat~ 
form was " not molas es to catch flies," was not con'vinced. 
He " knew his ground " when he came into the House of Repre
sentatives on the 8th of April, 1913, to deliver his first mes
sage from the "throne." He held the same views then ·fuat 
he· held when he was a candidate. He was not yet prepal'ed 

to 41 flop '' on tile question of the Tariff Commission, for with · 
respect to the situation he then said: 

Only new principles of action wm save us from a final hard crystalli
zation o:t monopoly and a complete loss of the in.tluences that quicken 
enterprise and keep independent energy alive. It is plain what those 
principles must be. We must abolish everything that bears even · the 
semblance of privilege or or any kind of artificial advantage, and pu~ 
our business men and producers under the stimulation of a constant 
neces ity to be efficient. economical; and enterprising, masters of com
petitive . upremacy, better workers and merchant than any in the 
world. Aside from. the duties laid upon articles which we do not, and 
probably can not, produce, therefore, and the duties laid upon luxuries 
and merely for the sake o1 the revenues they yield, the object of the 
tariff duties henceforth laid must be effective competition, the whetting 
of American wits by contest with the wits of the rest of the world. 

THE TRADE COMMISSION INCIDENT. 

Your President, now· enthroned in his hig.h office, still did not 
change his mind. Experience in: the raising of revenues, with 
the Treasury fast running low, eve-n did not make him change 
his mind, for out yonder at Indianapolis a year or so ago the 
PreSident made another address, in which he told of the effective
ness of the Democratic tariff for revenue system. That was the 
address in wnich he reminded the country that the Republican 
Party had had no new ideas for 30 years, and was competent 
only" to sit upon the lid." That was when he told the country 
that in this matter of exercising jurisdiction over the tariff 
rates be had "put one over us" on the Republican side by 
" slipping into " the Trade Commission bill a provision which 
gave it ample powers. 

We had been told in a discussion in the House, and we knew H 
for a fact, that in aboli hing the Republican Tariff Boru·d the· 
Democratic Party relied for its influence upon the Bureau of 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, which it created as an ex~ 
cuse for abolishing the Bureau of Manufactures. The cln.im 
upon your side then was that you had full authority to ascertai :1 

tarii'f facts. You reiterated your claim under your trade-com
mission bill, and the Pre ident reasserted it yonder in Indian
apolis; but it must be recalled that neither you nor he had then 
prepared to flop. 

SPEECH AT IND!ANAPOLIS. 

In that remarkable speech at Indianapolis, the President, 
speaking of the "scientific. handling. of the tariff question," salJ: 

That kind of science I do not eare to know anything. about. except 
enough to stop it. But if by scientific treatment of the tariff they 
mean adjustment to the actual trade conditions of America and the 
world, then I am with them ; and I want to call their attention-for 
though they voted for 1t they apparently have not noticed it-to the 
fact that the bill which creates the new Trade Commission does that 
very thing. We were at pains to see that it was put in there. That 
commission is authorized and empowered to· inquire into and report 
to Congress nGt only upon all the conditions of trade in this country, 
but upon the conditions of trade. the cost of manufacture, the eost 
of transportation-all the things that enter into the question of the 
tariff-in foreign countries a well as in the United States, and. into 
all those questions of foreign combinations which affect international 
trade between Europe and the United States. It has the full powe~ 
which will guide Congress in the scientific treatment of questions of 
international trade. 

It was not thought necessary, even for political purpo e , to 
change front on the " scientific " and " efficiency " tariff platform 
at that time. Assured Democratic methods were good enough. 
The administration had ample authority to do as it pleased. 

WHO "PUT 0 . E OVlilU "? 

''Full powers." Why, if you did not have it befot·e, this- pro
vision that the President suggests was " put over us " on this 
side of the House in the passage of the trade commission bill 
gave you ample power. The President as erted it and reasserted 
it. He" knew his ground." But-

Being by profession a schoolmaster
He says-

I am glad to point that out to a class of uninsb·ucted RPpublican , 
though I have IU."t always taught in the primary grade. 

No, sir ; the President was no novice at this tariff business. It 
was not riew to him. He was " a schoolmaster " who hatl taught 
yonder at Princeton; he had told the boys about it, and they 
believed it. 

1\lr. GREEN of Iowa and 1\Ir. ADAl\ISO.... ro e. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes; I will yield to the gentle~ 

man from Iowa. . 
Mr. ADlliSON. I just wanted to say, 1\Ir. Chairman--
1\fr. GREEN of Iowa. If the gentleman from Georgia will 

pardon me, the gentleman from Pennsyh-ania yielded to me. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will gladly yield to the gen

tleman from Georgia in a moment. 
· Mr. ADAMSON. And I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa, 
and with pleasure. 

1\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. The President uses the e-xpression tl1at 
the Republicans, though they voted for it, did not know· it. 
As I remember thut matter. when the provision was ·considered 
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by the House there was an elaborate discussion. Am I not cor
rect about it? 

THE SCHOOLMASTER DEFE~DED, 

l\Ir. l\IOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. There was an elaborate 
discussion, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] made a 
very strong speech on this proposition, in which it will be found 
that the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. Stevens, had some
thing to do with the inh·oduction of that paragraph in the 
Trade Commission bill. And I think, if the record be brought 
forth, it will be found that the President had nothing to do 
with that provision, but claimed it on his arrival at Indianapolis. 

Now I yield to my fi.iend fi.·om Georgia. 
~Ir. ADA.'l\ISON. 1\fr. Chairman, the extended conversation 

heb\een the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania and 
the cqualJy distinguished gentleman fi.·om Iowa has removed me 
from the context where I wished to make a remark to the gen
tleman. [Laughter.] w·as the gentleman alluding to the fact 
that our distinguished Executive '"as the schoolmaster? If so, 
I wish to remind him of the old adage that the schoolmaster is 
alJl'oad in the lar!.d, and to remember that on election day he 
will be still more prevalent in the land. [Applause on the Demo
cratic side.] 

Mr. 1\IOORE of Pennsylvania. If that is the opinion down in 
Georgia, I fear it does not prevail throughout the country; but 
the President will probably know more about it when he re
turns from the stumping tour he is now conducting with the 
view of convincing the people dH'ferently. 

1\lr. ADAMSON. Oh, the gentleman need not b.e timorous. 
~[r. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Georgia 

has more fear than the gentleman fi.·om Pennsylvania has. I 
think the discussion has become so hot at this particular point 
that the gentleman fi.·om Georgia will probably not pursue lhe 
di. cu sion furtiler. 

THINKS THE PRESIDENT WILL BE REELECTED. 

:!\Ir. ADAMSON. Will the gentleman yield again? 
l\Ir. MOORE of Pennsylyania. Yes; of course. 
1\Ir. ADA.l\ISON. I want to say to my friend tha..t my fear$ 

are all imaginary, and not like those on his part; and I have not 
only hope but faith, which is the substance of things hoped for. 
And I am not like the old negro preacher whom the genial gen
tleman from Alabama. [1\Ir. HEFLlN] speaks about, who preache£1 
a sermon at the funeral of a friend of somewhat doubtful life, 
and sahl, "I do not know much about my friend, this old 
nigger, but I hope he luts gone where I am afraid he aint." 
tl .. aughter.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think I can say to the gen
tleman, parnphrasing 1\Ir. HE~LIN's story, to which he has made 
, uch happy aBusion, that I have heard of instances where even 
a Georgian could go awry as a political prophet. I think that 
confidence in the future w~ich the gentleman professes is not 
intlulged by D~mocracy generally, aiul 11articularly not by the 
Hepresentatives upon this side of the House. 

BUILDDiG UP AGAIXST REPUBLICANS. 

::\Ir. Chairman, we were discussing the manner in which the 
President an<l the Democratic Party had built up their case as 
against the Republican tariff board. They had reached that 
point where they had no hesitancy about asserting the com
pleteness and the efficiency of their laws to administer the 
tariff as they saw fit an<l as they thought would produce the 
re\enue necessary to run the country. But now the sad second 
dwpter of that story may be opened up in a reference to the 
financial figures, which, after all, are the best test of the effi
ciency of an administration. The whole issue between tbe 
Republicans and the Democrats in the last campaign was as to 
the method of raising re\enue. 'Ve contended that it should be 
raised by taxing the foreigner upon the goods he sent into the 
United States, thus protecting American labor and American 
business men by keeping wages high here and not compemn·g 
them to go to the foreign level. 'Ve contended that we could 
raise tl1is revenue at the customhouses, and that it would re
lieve the people of the bm·den of internal taxation, such as 
income tax and a war tax, and things of that kind, which the 
Democrats have been force<l to resort to in order to save tlleir 
faces. And we could have done so, but the people believed the 
propllets of the economic evil that was to come. 

THE CHANGE 0:"< THE SURF ACE. 

From day to day, under the Democratic system, tile Treasury 
reports show that the tru·iff-for-revenue policy initiated by the , 
President, and ''hich be stood for even up to his Indianapolis 
speech, was not effective; on the contrary, it forced · internal 
taxation, forced heavy burdens upon the backs of the people, 
:md took mvay the employment of hundreds of thousands un
der the operation of the law despite the accident of the ; 

European war. But, Mr. Chairman, "the proof of the pud
ding," even though distasteful, "is in the eating of it," and 
over the surface of the Democratic moon has come a change. 
The tariff-for-revenue system is not productive, and the Presi
dent has come to view the situation in a different light than 
that w)lich illumined his thought in that rather chipper speech 
at Indianapolis. The Secretary of Commerce, that Secretary 
who probably wrote the word " efficiency " in the Pre ident's 
first message delivered here from " the throne "-that Secretary 
who seemed to think we could live upon bookkeening in this 
country. 

BOOKKEEPING AND TAXES. 

Bookkeeping and formality and supervision which e\en the 
smallest employer of labor might comprehend as readily as U1e 
greatest corporation; that Secretary who was keeping in touch 
with the Treasm·y conditions, and who had taken a good deal 
of the burden of the criticism {)f the administration, had begun 
to recognize, in his public utterances at least, that all the harm 
which business fe1t was overtaking it was not seriously in
tended. Cognizant, doubtless, of the recommendations of the 
Secretary of the Treasury in favor of new forms of internal 
taxation, the Secretary of Commerce came forward with a 
statement of the cu toms revenues which was most alarming. 
The administration may ha\e " known its ground " on the tariff 
question, and it may have stood to its guns, but the last horn 
was about to blow. In a confidential statement to the news
papers, released January 20, Mr. Secretary Redfield, of the 
Department of Commerce, said: 

Decreased customs revenues in the fiscal year 1915 clearly refiect 
the influence of war. 

All, when it comes to political economy and the issue be
tween the two great parties, how imposing is the influence 
of the Em·opean war! The European war, it "is but to 
laugh"! The damage was done before the Em·opean war 
opened. The great loss of employment involving hundreds of 
thousands; the great loss to business, involving billions of 
dollars in this country, were all effected before the first shot 
was fired over yonder in Belgium territory; but the Secretary, 
like all loyal Democrats, holds to the apology. It is the easiest 
way out. 

I:OSSES BEFORE 'l'HE WAll, 

But the Secretary says: 
The influence of war, which operated to cut off imports generally, 

and especially merchandise from Europe, the leading sources of dutiable 
goods, and then our cutoms revenues ln 1914-

Says the Secretary of Commerce, the efficiency expert of the 
administration-
amounted to $283,700,000, a decrease of $28,700,000, or less than 10 
per cent, when compared with 1913. In the following yea1·, under war, 
they fell to $205,800,000, being $78,700,000, or 27?.! per cent below the 
total for 1914. 

Is it any wonder they were disturbed about revenues, with free 
imports piling up apace? The Secretary was not speaking of 
imports which came in free, and which have continued through
out the war to compete with American goods and American labor. 
He was not telling us · of the inrush of foreign-made goods de
spite the war an<l during the war in foreign countries, that kept 
flooding our shores, from which no revenue was being derived. 
He w·as just telling us of the dead-cold loss in dollars and cents 
that was resulting· from the continued attempt to establish a 
tariff-for-revenue policy on such goods as did pay and that policy 
was breaking down. [Applause ·on the Republican side.] 

There was a loss of 10 per cent in revenues in 1913, but the 
President was not yet scared. He was not yet ready to flop ; but 
in 1914, when the figures were all brought to the front, and it was 
found that the los3 during that year was not 10 per cent, but 27! 
per cent in revenues, then the President began to think, and then 
he began to send for the Democratic leaders, and then he bega:t:~ 
to talk to the big interests of the country as well as to the little 
interests and tell them to be still. 

CALMI:"<G TilE TURBULENT SPIRITS. 

It was time to stop the storm that was brew·ing. After the 
President had told the people that their trouble was only 
" psychological " he began to tell them to be at ease and peace 
with the world ; that the business interests need give themselves 
no concern. E\en tl1e Attorney General told them that, under 
the insoiration of the chambers of commerce of the Unite<l States. 
Apparently the gL·eat Democratic leader was getting ready to 
flop; the bare, cold, financial facts were so dead against him 
that it became necessary to go to the country with some sort 
of a program and endeavor to explain the situation. 

The President is now on hie:; jom·ney ; he will tell his story 
to the people. But wait a minute! Before he left the Capital, 
and we .ha\e the newspaper reports of this morning to proYe it, 

' 
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there was .a conference of Denrocr ati-e leaders at the White 
House. The President sent foi· the Dem-ocratic leader of the 
House, the gentleman from No-rth Darolina {1\lr. KrrcHIN], and 
in consequence of that interview we have the deelnration this 
morning that the new policy upon which the administration is 
about to embark includes legislation for a tariff commissi-on '()ll 

lines similar to the .Republican tariff .commission that was de
stroyed by the Democratic Party when it came into this .House. 
We are to have a Democratic tariti commission despite the fact 
that we have a Democratic Bureau of F-oreign an.d Domestic 
Commerce, which was to supply the needs of a tariff board, and 
totally unmindful of the ,creation of an expensive Federal Trade 
Commission, into whose organic law the .President, at I ndian
apolis, indicated there had been slipped a provision giving the 
administration am_ple power to make the investigation and 
reports desired. 

ARE THE "DEUOCRA'T'S UNITED? 

Has the PresHlent flopped in .m~ this declaration? And 
in flopping has he carried the entire Democracy with him? l\fy , 
distinguished friend from Georgia [Mr. Ao~MSON] seems to 
think that the Democrats will stand unitedly behind the Presi
dent upon this proposition. Why, 1\fr. Chairman, we had some 
evidence of how nnited1y they stand together upon any proposi
tion in the discussion of the child-labor bill upon this :floo1· · 
yesterday. We had an eTidence of the manner in which they 
will stand together upon any proposition, when we discu sed 
the good-ro.ads bill for three or four days, and found them 
beautifully disunite(], some for economy and some for expenili- . 
ture, some for the President and some against. 

So, with -reference to the tariff commission, we :find in the 
declaration of the leading Democratic paper of the city of · 
Philadelphia, and one of the best in the country, tbis explanation 
of the interview between the President of the United States 
and the Democratic House leader; somewhat reluctant metbinks, 
to· discu s the problem with his chief. 

THE PA!\IC ( ?) OF 1907. 

Mr. HOWARD. Will my friend from PennsylTnnia yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania ' 

yield to the gentleman from Georgia? 
1\fr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will yield. 
Mr. HOWARD. I hold in my hand a sta tement from a 

Republican paper in which it gives the increase of wages of 

· Mr. HOW .ARD_ I am l"ery much interested in what the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania says, for he is one of the few Repre
sentatives who is always pleasant~ and because he is always so 
fair. I would like to .ask him if he believes that the Underwood 
t ariff bill was responsible for the conditions in "1.'914 when it 
:never went into full operation in that year. and does .he beli~ve 
that the P.ayne-A.ldrich tariff bill would have produced any more 
revenue? 

1\Ir. 1\IOORE ·of Pennsylvania. 011, yes. I will answeT the 
gentleman, and I ~vant the indulgence of the House while I do 
it. For months J)rior to the passage of the Unllerwood .bill there 
was fear and dread throughout the whole length and breadth 
of the land in all business circles, and particularly where labor 
was employed. 

WHY THERE WAS STAGNATION. 

It was believed. there would be such a slash !in the inllustries 
of the country as to practically put them out of business. l\fen 
everywhere who had capital in-vested, who ha<.l pay rolls to make 
good, w.ho had to meet workmen fuce to face were _perturbed; 
-everywhere these men were beginning to retrench, preparing, as 
it were, for the disaster which they expecteti to come. And long 
b~fore tl;le bill was actually enacted into law mills were closing 
up, men going out of employment, because the new conditions 
were to be so harsh and unfavorable that ordinary COIDlllon .sense 
dictated self-preservation of business and fireside. When fin
ally the law w.a.s enacted most of the damage had been <lone. 
It continued, however, witl1 unabated fury until the expiration 
of nine months .after the passage of the law, when there was a 
Joss -of billions in the business in the eotmtry. Other countries 
beEan to pick up in their industries. They were taking courage 
out of our misfortunes and our markets were opened to them. 
I do not exaggerate when I say that workmen began to leave· 
the United States and obtain employment in Canada and Europe, 
while men at home began to walk the streets. 

It is absolutely true, and I am glad the gentleman has gi"ven 
me an opportunity to answer, that -our imports were increased. 
At the same time the exports were falling off at such a rate 
that it was bringing distre s and wr~tchedness to our farms as 
well ns to om· indush·ies, and it was mighty fortunate that the 
.administration, responsible for bringing it about, had the 
European w.ar to fall back -upon :when the .crash came. 

.1\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. Will the gentleman yield? 
thousands of wage earners in this country from plate glass to NO "PnOTECTION FR01\I DUMPING. 

cotton mills, a voluntary increase from .5 to 20 per cent. Tbis , The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is the first time I have h."llown of a voluntary ntise of wages. yield to the gentleman from Washington? 
Can the gentleman gi\e any reason why these great industrial 1\fr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I do. 
plants have increnseti wages when there are such depressed Mr. LA. FOLLETTE. Is it not a fact that millions of dollars 
~onditions as he speaks of? worth ef goods were dumped on American markets immediately 

1\Ir. MOORE of Pennsyi>ania. Certainly I can. I will not after the passage of the tariff bill, putting a great many inc
run -away from the question pnt by the gentleman, but before , tories out of business? 
answering him I would like to ask the gentleman if t11e incrense , 1\fl'. MOORE -of Pennsylvania. That is absolutely true, and 
in the lines that he gives mth respect to employment and in- although the Demoe1·ats had an antidumping clause originally 
C1'ea e of wages, prevt.tiled during the pendency of the 'Tinder- in their bill, they took it out. To-day, however, we hear that 
wood tariff law, from October 13, 1913, until August 1, 1914, along with their proposition to give us a tariff board they pro
·wnen the war broke out in Europe? [Applause on the Republi- . pose to restore the antidumping clause to save that situation. 
can side.] 1\1r. HOWARD. Will the gentleman yield for one more 

l\lr. HOW.ARD. In replY to the gentleman, I will say that ' question? 
neither did they exist in 1907 when I saw 30,000 men in Pitts- . Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
burgh walking the streets begging for bread. [Applause on the Mr. HOW .AnD. If that statement of tl1e gentleman is true, 
Democratic side.] why is it that the American products to-day aTe selling as 

l\lr. 1\IOORE of Bennsylvania. That is fine. I expected that nigh as they .ever sold in our cotmtry? 
.some Democrat would applaud, and I see that three did applaud. wuE. PEOPLE s'l'oP .llUYING. 

That panic of 1.907 is the only thread that the Demoe1·ats have 1\Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Because-and it is well for 
lo .hang .their hats upon, and .that was not a tariff panic. [Ap- the gentleman to know this-the war in Em·ope did not .hav;e 
_plause .on the Republican si<le.] . . · everything to .Uo with it, as the gentleman thinks. It was by 

Mr . .H0"1VARD. I ~:.nnt to ~ay to~ fr1end m reply-- .. ren. on -of that fear and dread in the indush·ial world in antici-
1\ir. ~IOORE o~ Pennsylvarua. D1d. not that great trou'?le · 'J)ation and due to the .actual operation of the Underwood tariff 

stru·t w1th the Kmckerbocker'Trust Co. m New York, a finanCI.a.l law ·th11.t .men ceased to manufacture, men ceased to buy; the 
institution? And haye not the Democrats cited it ever since as , ,country merchants did not come to town, the purchasing agents 
a tariff pan~c when as a fact the tariff had abs_olute1y notl1ing. went -out of business, and everything ran down to bedrock. 
to do w1th 1t? Will the gentleman from Georgm answer that, It will be recalled th·a.t merchants ran out of stock, mills 
and will the Democrats ap~laud his answer? . were not making .anything, ·we were -down at the heel, and the 

1\Ir. HOWARD. One thing I can not explam-- time had eome when some of the importations from the foreign 
Mr. 1\100~ of Pennsylmnia. I know the :gentl_eman_ can countries having been checked by reason of the war, we had 

not, and that IS the trouble. [Laughter on the Republican s1<1e.] · begun to manufacture again. We had :run .out and had to start 
..A CONTRAST OF TARIFF CONDITIOSS. again. The indUStries picked up, to ,be SUl~e. But that is not 

The CHAIIDIAN. Does the gentleman from Penn.-'3ylvania ran· the cotton industry in the South got very busy after its 
yield further to the gentleman from Gem·gia? . paclc of 6i cents, and the people began to discuss manufac-

1\fr. MOORE of PennsylYania . . I -am glad to yield.. I think turing cotton in the United States, which was encotu-aged here 
this is a subject on which ttlle country -ought to be enlightened during the war, when cotton was kept out of Germany, as it 
lllld its memory refreshed. It is the r ichest morsel that the was never encouraged by: the Democratic Party in .normal 
Democrats eye1· got hold of although it is entirely apart from times. And then, again munitions oi w.ar were demanded of 
the .tariff question. the United Stn.te · . .and tbe industries began making mnnitions 
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of war; that gave men employment. Good wages were paid, 
been use we got back from Europe a good deal of ·our money ; 
but I am afraid it· is no compliment to the Democratic Party 
to ay that the prosperity that has come from the manufacture 
of munitions of war is a real or substantial prosperity. That 
kind of prosperity will go just as soon as the war in Europe 
clo es; it will be all over then; and when it is over God help 
the United States if we must still operate under the Demo
cratic low-tariff law. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

RAISES THE IM!I!IGRATION QUESTION. 

Mr. HOW A.RD. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? · 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 
Mr. HOWARD. As I understand the gentleman, of course 

he is in favor of the importation of foreigners to this country, 
for he has always voted against any immigration bill. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have made myself clear on 
that. I have opposed the literacy test, which is not a test of 
morality, which is no test of the capacity of a man to work, 
which is no test of his readiness to labor in the United States 
for a better position for himself under our laws and Constitu
tion. That is all. 

Mr. HOWARD. T.he gentleman believes in free trade so far 
as 1 abor is concerned? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Not at all. We have much 
restrictive immigration Jaw which I approve. 

Mr. HO\V ARD. But a high tariff so far as the products of 
labor are concerned? 

.l\Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania. As to the products of foreign 
labor ·competing with the products of American labor, yes. 

Mr. HOWARD. T.hat is the .gentleman's .record. . 
ILLITE.RACY NOT IlniORAL. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have voted against the lit
eracy test, but when you bring .a oill in here that has so many 
problems involved in it that no one can vote for or against the 
literacy test without voting the bill up or down I would rather 
take the safe side of the question and vote against the bill than 
to punish innocent and deserving human flesh and blood. I have 
contended that we ought to give the worthy and law-abiding im
migrant a chance for his "white alley " in the United States. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HOWARD. Will the gentleman yield again? 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
Mr. HO\VARD. Would not the gentleman vote against any 

bill that would even tend to restrict foreign immigration to 
this country, no matter of what clmss? . 

".rlfr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Not necessarily. I would vote 
for an immigration bill that proposes to keep out anarchists or 
other trouble makers. But ·that, as the gentleman knows, is al
ready covered by law. ·why, of course, I would vote to keep 
out the ·criminal, the unfit, the dissolute--

Mr. HOWARD. But that is · the law now. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I know it is the law, and the 

new thing in the bill that you have presented to us and ask us 
to vote for, and which is the matter of difference,. puts against 
the foreigner who is willing to toil and behave as a useful citi
zen in this country, a bar, because he can not read or write. 
I say reading is no moral test ; it is no test of the worth of a 
man ; the forefathers of many of us possibly came into this 
country unable to read or write. The question is one of hu
manity, of conserving human flesh and blood. 

A HINT AT ONE TERM. 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
1\.fr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from 

Nebraska. · 
Mr. SLOAN. I trust the gentleman will not close his ad

mirable speech until he says something more on the subject of 
flopping. We heard the authoritative statement on this floor, 
for the ·first time I think, that the next to the last plahk of 
the Baltimore platform should be Tepealed. This is an an
nouncement in the form of a prediction that the present Execu
tive will succeed himself-a repeal and repudiation of that 
historic plank. The prediction of the chairman of the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations IMr. FLoon] announcing the most 
modern flop either of the Executive or the platform itself on 
the second-term proposition must be authoritative. It should 
find a place in the gentleman's speech. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The g~ntleman, as I observe~ 
a moment ago, not intending to interrupt him in the course of 
his question, is a mind reader, for he knows exactly what 'I 
was about to say. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

· Mr. HILL. Has the gentleman forgotten the emphatic deCla
ration contained in a letter to Col. Evans, in Philadelphia, by 
the President -of the United States as to the sufficiency of the 
trade commission? 

THOUGHT TRADE COM:M.ISSION SUFFICIENT. 

1\1r. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The President of the United 
States did write a letter to Mr. Evans, of Philadelphia, express~ 
ing entire confidence in the sufficiency of the tariff clauses of the 
trade commis ion bill ; but of course this was before the fio..p of 
the day before yesterday. -

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
1\Ir. LONGWORTH. I will ask the gentleman if he will be 

good enough to read section 3 of the bill which I inh·o<1uced 
early in December, it being the bill which in 1913 passed both 
Houses of Congress, with a solid Republican vote, to provide for 
a tariff commission. If he will read section 3, which provides 
for the duties of that hoard, he will see whether theTe is any 
<liffercnce whatever between that and what the President · of the 
United States reeommends to-day in his letter to Mr. KITCHIN. 

LIKE THE LONGWORTH BILL. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think, without reading it 
carefully, because I do not want to consume the time, that every
thing contained in this paragraph is contained in the President's 
newest suggestion. The President is a Echoolmaster, as he stated 
iil his Indianapolis speech, and it is just possible that he or 
some of his friends may· have seen this Republican provision 
before they made their Democratic suggestion . 

l\Ir. LONGWORTH. I think it will be worth while for the 
gentleman to read that section into his speech. It is short. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Very well, I will take the 
gentleman's word for it. This is a bill introduced by Mr. 
LONGWORTH. on December 6, 1915, being H. R . .154, to create a 
tariff commission. Section 3 reads as .follows : 

SEC. S. That it shall be the duty of said commission to investigate 
tbe cost of production of all artlcles whicll by any act of Congress now 
in force or hereafter enacted are made the subject of tariff legislation. 
with special .reference to tile prices paid domestic and foreign labor 
and the prices paid for raw materials, whether domestic or imported, 
entering into manufactured articles, producers' prices and retail prices 
of commodities, whether domestic or imported, the condition of domes
tic and foreign markets affecting the American products, including 
detailed information with respect thereto, together with all other 
facts which may be necessary or convenient in fixing import duties or 
in aiding the President and other officers of the Government in the 
administration of the custom laws, and said commission shall also 
make investigation of any such subject whenever directed by either 
House of Congress. 

In commenting on that, I want to say that while this bill 
is the. work of Mr. LoNGWORTH, my colleague from Ohio, it has 
an extremely familiar sound, and since the utterance from the 
White House as published to-day sounds just as deep-dyed 
Republican as it does Democratic, showing how great minds 
work along, after all. in the same groove. 

ABANDONED, NOT FLOPPED. 

I was saying a moment ago when interrupted by some one 
that there was a grave question of doubt as to whether the 
gentleman from Georgia [l\Ir. ADAMsoN] was accurate in his 
statement that all the Democrats would stand behind the Presi
dent, and that as a result of his tour of the country it would be 
found that with one voice they would rise up and demand the 
reelection of Mr. Wilson. 

The Democratic Philadelphia Record, from which I started to 
quote, the leading eA.rponent of its party in the great Common
wealth of Pennsylvania, a ho.rnet in the side of Republicans, 
and which has a very bright man obtaining its news from the 
·white House and sending it over to Philadelphia every day, has 
this to say with respect to this phase of Democratic unity : 

In proposing the creation of an independent board to investigate 
customs methods and tariff needs and report its recommendations to 
Congress along the lines described on December 8-

It does not say " flopped "-
the President has abandoned the project most favored .by .him for the 
present project. 

CHANGING BY DEGREES. 

.Now, the President was once for one project, but he has 
" abandoned " that project, and now he is for another project; 
but it is explained without using the word the gentleman from 
Texas unfortunately .tllrew into this dis_cussion a little while 
ago--the offensive word "flopped "-that-

He was then of the opinion that the tariff could be divorced from 
political intluences .by expanding the powers of the Foreign and Domes
tic Trade Bureau of the Department of Commerce. 

That is when -he held the other view-the view entertained 
at the tilne he made the Indianapolis speech. 

This plan-
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Sa~·.· the Record-
wa favorPd at the time by Secretary of the Treasury McAdoo and 
Secretary Rediield, who, in c.>mmon with a number of the President's 
other adviser·, oppo ·ed the suggestion to confer the necessary powers 
to initiate tariff tevision upon the Federal Trade Commission. 

COMMISSIO~ DID NOT MEASURE UP. 

Apparently there were three steps in this transaction: First, 
the al>olition of the Republican Tariff Board; second, the cre-a
tion of the Democratic Interstate and Foreign Commerce Bu
reau; and then a Democratic Federal Trades Commission. But 

. the writer continue : 
This commission, according to Democratic leaders, has not fuliilled 

the expectations that prompt<;d its creation. 

This is the one, as the President- obsened at Indianapolis, 
he put oyer on us. Now, it does not appear to be satisfactory. 
Something further is needed : 

The new plan will segregate the taritr in the proposed board. In this 
way it is the belief of the President-

Perhaps this method is a little more " psychological " ; may be 
a little more efficient. If we could " segregate " the tariff from 
Congress through the proposed board, we might get another 
start and fool the people a third or fourth time. " Segrega
tion" might then take the place so lately occupied by "psycho
logical." The new plan will segregate the tariff in the proposed 
board. Says the writer : 

In this way, it is ihe belief of the President, his aim to perfect the 
Underwood tari.JI law purely upon the ba-sis of merit, and not because of 
political influences, can be best accomplished. 

"PERFECTING" THE LOW-TAR.IFI' LAW. 
Note the language, "perfect the Underwood tariff law," as if 

from the Democratic viewpoint that law is not · already perfect. 
But do not stop with" perfecting" the law. Bear in mind that 
this new tariff board which is to aid in perfecting the law is 
to be devoid of political influence. We are to have a tariff 
board appointed by a Democratic President, which is to d.eal 
with the tariff on merit and without regard to politics. That is 
at least helpful. 

Now, here is something that I almost hesitate to read, 
although I think it ought to be read here, so the House can 
understand the inappropriateness of the suggestion of the gen
tleman from Georgia that all Democrats will stand together. 
It says: 

Leader Ka'CHIX did not suu criue to this view-

That is to say, this segregation view-
during his talk with the President regarding it this moming. 

This disclosure violates no rule of the House; because it is 
publi hed in a newspaper, and I ha Ye a right to read it .in my 
time. 

Leader KITCHIN dtd not suu ·criue to this view during his talk with 
the President regarding it this morning-

Evidently the gentleman from North Carolina, who is .now 
upon the floor, did not want to go into the segregation business 
so far as it affected the tariff. That is the statement of our dis
tinguished friend from North Carolina. as it is given here, anll 
he, of course, may answer this in his own time if he so sees fit. 

In fact, he asked to ue relie>cd from the management of the measure 
on the ground that he had always opposed-

A SLIGHT DIFFEREXCE BETWEEN LEADEUS. 

Tll::tt is to say, it is now the second or third proposition that 
the President had after he had enunciated his suggestion that 
they knew where they stood and the platform was not made to 
"catch flies." · 

And Mr. KITCHIN a ked to be relieved from the management of the 
measure on the ground that he had always opposed such a proposition. 

He was consistent. The gentleman from Nortl1 Carolina ap
parently did not " flop " on the que tion, and frankly told the 
President so. · 

That he had always oppo ed such a proposition in the past and had 
led the tight against Pre. ident Taft's recommendation for such an insti
tution in 1908. 

There you have it. There is the position of one great leader 
on the Democratic side and another great leader on the Demo
cratic side; one willing to flop and change several times and the 
other endeavoring to be consistent and stand his ground so that 
he might not be accused of being" molasses with which to catch 
flies." [Applause on the Republican side.] 

But listen to this: 
' As a way out of this difficulty he suggested to the President that Con
gressman HENRY T. RAINEY, of lllinois, who is the next ranking member 
of tho Ways and Means Committee, be given charge of the legislation. 

ILLINOIS SUPPLIES THE CHAMPION. 
Now, there it is. EYeryone who knows the amiable gentle

man from Illinoi knows that he is a determined advocate of the 
policy of tariff for reyenue only; that he dislikes protection and 

a tariff in general, though he has made himself a. master of the 
subject. · And what does Mr. RAThTEY do? According to thi' 
report, after it has been suggested that Mr. RAINEY should re
lieve Mr. KITCHIN of the arduous task which the President was 
trying to impose upon the gentleman from North Carolina, thi::; 
paper says: 

The President assented and will have a talk with the Illinois Con-
gressman in a day or so. 

[Applause· on the Republican side.] 
And then we have it straight from the shoulder-
RAINEY this afternoon indicated his readiness to undertake the -com

mission. 

So now, in the course of these rather desultory remarks upon 
a rather ury subject, we find that the leader of the Democracy 
in the House, om· distinguished and eloquent friend from 
North Carolina, will not follow · the President in the ~·about
face" movement with respect to a tariff board, but that gently 
but firmly he unloads upon the distinguished and forceful gen
tleman from Illinois, who, at the behest of the President, will 
take up the task. The Lord be with him t [Laughter ancl ap
plause on the Republican side.] 

DO TllOSE WHO FLOP LEAD~ 

In conclusion, gentlemen, with respect to the suggestions 
thrown out by my friend from Texas [1\Ir. DIEs], who continues 
to preside with grace and dignity oyer the Committee of the 
'Vhole House on the state of the Union, I think it is fair to 
say that "he who flops will not always lead." [Applause on · 
the Republican side.] 

Why, l\1r. Chairman, flopping is not new on the other side of 
the House. For instance, there was the flop on the plank writ
ten into the Democratic platform of BaltimorE> promising free 
tolls to American ships through the American-paid-for canal. 
-That was a plank put there to stay until the day of judgment. 
It was not "molasses with which to catch flies." · But we saw 
in due course that our Democratic friends came in with pallor 
on· their faces, indicating that the President, after minute study 
of the international problems involved, had induced. them, for 
the [.afety and preservation of the Nation, as they saw it, to 
vote against their own platform and charge Americans just as 
much as they charge any foreigners for using their own canal. 
And they did that to us good and· hard. Then came the sugges
tio:l from tlle Democratic convention at Baltimore that the ex
travagance of a Republican Congress should . be abolished a.n<l 
that Dem6cratic simplicity of expenditure should prevail ; and it 
came shortly thereafter out of the mouths of the Democratic 
leaders themsel>es, raising their hands to · high heaven in 
expostulation against the aggrandizement of their own Mem
bers, unable to check their wild horses seeking appropriations, 
that their Congress had been the _most extravagant in the his
tory of the Nation, and there never had been anything like unto 
it during the administration of the Republican Party. [Ap
plause on the Republican side.] 

THE COXSISTE:'ICY Oll' DEMOCUATS, 

1\lr. DAVIS of ·Texas. \Vill the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from 

Texas. 
Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Does not the gentleman know that 

univer al consistency is the sole virtue of idiots? 
l\fr. l\IOORE of Pennsylvania. I think that is the trouble 

with the Democratic Party. It Js too infernally consistent on 
some questions and too inconsistent on others. 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
Mr. LENROOT. I would like to ask the gentleman if h.e is 

in fayor of a nonpartisan _tariff commtssion? 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If you can find a nonp:uti an 

tariff commission, I am in favor of it. [Applause.] 
l\Ir. LENROOT. One other que.":ltion--
1\Ir. MOORE of PennsylYania. I think I can quote the 

Speaker of this House-
l\Ir. LENROOT. I would like to ask one other que tion. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. l\Ir. Chairman, how much time 

have I remaining? 
The CHAIRMAN. Six minutes. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from 

Wisconsin. 
UESERVIKG THE RIGHTS OF CO:'IGUESS. 

1\lr. LENROOT. I would like to ask the gentleman if he i 
in favor of that kind of a tariff commission that the Republican 
side of this House has stood for in the past? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I haye no objection to a tariff 
board that ascertains the facts and giV"es both the President 
and Congress such information as will enable them to properly 
adjust 'the tariff rates. I hope that answers the gentleman. 
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:Mr. iLENROOT. I would iike :an answer "to my question. gentleman will -exa-mine the report on the Underwood bill ~ 
l\lr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. [ have answered .the gentle- think he will find a distinct repudiation uf all those statements 

man. The gentleman may rdiffer as to the meaning of the term in the action taken on the part of the Senate and -on the part 
" lJ.oard " ·or the :term " commis ion!' From my point of view of the House, that they did not ·utilize that 'information 1n 
t h ·re ·is v-ery little ·different!e between the two terms. As Inter- making up the tarlif law. 
1n·eted. by 'the :R~ublicans .heretofore and the Democrats now, 1\Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think, bow-e-ver, that does 
there is absolutely no difference. They propose, nnder the not affect the statement read by the ·.gentleman from Wisconsin, 

, ·constitution: to -ascertain the facts ·.and report to Con_gr.ess, and which places on record the thoughts .that w.ere uppermost in the 
let Congress .attena to its business of .:fixing the rates. .minds of the· cbairmen of .some of the .subcommittees -of the 

l\lr. LENROOT. ii was in good faith-- . Committee -on W-ays .and Means l>ringing the tariff bill into the 
l\Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I know it. · House; that with.ont the information J)resented by the .Re-

IB A TARIFF BOARD NONPARTISA'N? _publican _Tariff Board .they WOuld lla.Ve been at Sea in fixin.g 
Ml:. LFJNROOT. I 'Want to Jmow .the gentleman's position- the various scb~dules. 

'Whether be ·is in .favor of the kind .ef legislation, with reference .: 1\fr .. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit ;an
i:o a :tariff commis ion or tariff board-it is immaterial which · other interruption! 
·you call it~that -the R@ubliean side of tbis 'House ·has stood . 'The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield~ 
f.or and vated for ·? Mr. MOORE of :Pennsylvania. Yes. 

:Mr. 1\IOCJRE of Pennsylvania. ~ say to the gentleman -this, · Mr. COOPER .of Wisconsln. They brought ln, in two con
.that 'I mn in -favor of any kind of a board or commission tnat secutive years, two ch~al sche~.ule~, one. o~ them pnrel,y ad 
will asc~tnin ·th.e facts and :Send to the House the infm·mation . valorem .and the other lts oppos1te .m .prrnctple, based upon 
:that it is neces ary for the House to ha-ve in or.der to exercise · .s_pecific duties. 
Jts ·COnStitutional ·dUty -Gf :fixing·fhe rateS equitably. -GO.OD WORK OF REP1JBL~CAN 'POLrCIJlS. 

1\fr. LENROOT. Certainly. That answers my question. Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes, Mr. <Jhairman; another 
Mr. ·WHEELER. "Will the gentleman ·yield? flop. The gentleman from Wisconsin is -elea1· and he is right. 
Mr. MOORE of 'Pennsy.lva'llia. Yes. Not only did they b:ting in two bills on the chemical schedule, 
1\Ir. WHEELER. I ~desire to ask the gentleman 1f a law hut they also tn·ought in various bills on various other schedules, 

shouHl be pa sed by whi:cb :a tariff commi-ssion should ·be ap- testing. out and -experimenting witn the prosperity of the United 
pointed, .and it should ·be 'appointed by President Wilson, -do States. And if 3DY Democrat 1inds fault .to-day ·with .any of -us 
you believei:hat our present tariff law would be very materi.ally . for reminding them ·.of those things, let it be said in the interest 
·ebanged.? of the people of the United States that, -having brought them 

Mr. MOQRE of Pennsylvania. ~ scarcely think so, if it is u;p llllder a ·Re_publican system of _protection as to tariff rates, 
Wbat -some gentlemen thitik it will ·be-a -partisan commission, · which imJ)osed the burden of -taxation upon the :foreign manu
because it would be impossible "for the 'President of the United · factm·ers of competing commodities, and having brought ±he 
'States to :appoint ·:m impartial -'tariff board. It is not the his- .country into .a condition of 'happiness and domestic felicity suCh 
i:ory of the President of the -United States that .he bas -ever devi- as it had nev:er known before, we rightfully resent the ln.trusion 
uted from nis party line. In every mstanee -where he nas ap- up·on :thHt pros_per1ty the experimentation Df schoolmasters and 
pointed commiss'ions-these expense-eating commissions, these others-who, by reason of their undermining legislative practic.es, 
ll'evenue-burning cem:missions of -recent date--be has -appointed dra:gged lt down and put tbe ·co~y for a time in the '\"e:ry 
'Democrats, and some of them have had trouble in :finding some- : lowest .depths of industrial deSPair. IAJJ.Plause .on the ll(>pub-
thing to -do. · ·.~ lican side.] 

DEMOCRATIC APPROVAL OF REPUBLICAN BOARD. FINl!l ASSORT:M.mNT DF iB'LOI'S. 

1\Ir. DDOPER of Wisconsin. Will tire gentleman ·yield? Now, .as ·to this matter of the text furnished by rthe c1i£tin-
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I .have only a few minutes. 1 guished gentleman from Texas {Mr. DIEs], who preside. ov-t'";r, 
l'.:Ir. OOOPER of Wisc-onsin. ·Mr. Chairman, I move that the : the committee, we have observ-ed that there was a fl.op on the 

gentleman h:a:ve five minutes additional time. . Panama Canal question. We have also .observed ·that thc.re wn~ 
Mr. ·ADAMSON. "Mr. .Chairman, ~ ask unanimous consent · a ..flop on the question of ex:tra:vaganee, and we .all know tl.1erc 

that the· gentleman have five m1nutes more. t was a complete ..flop and breach .of ,Promise in. the matter of the 
The Qli.A:I'Rl\1AN. The gentleman from ·wisconsin [Mr. : -xeduction of the high cost of living, because the cost .of living 

CoOPER] .asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Penn- : .has gone up .and-soa:rea .higher :and .higher since the .Democrats 
sylvania ':ba:ve :five minute additienal time. Is there objection__~ • have .been in power. 
'[~er n pause.] Th~ tChai.r 'hears non~. . . r Th&e was -~SO a breaking of . . the promise to the _people that 

Mr. C00PER of Wtsconam. Now, will the gentl~man -pernnt the Democratic Party would r..elie:ve ·them -of the :burden of t1lx
me to read at this point, as I think it will be apropos 'here, -an ation, because instead of taking off the .burden of taxation they 
opinion by a very prominent Democrat of the Rep.ubliean · have put on additional burdens, large and small, on the people 
To.rtff Board and its work? · as individuals a,nd otherwise, and th-ey have put upon bustness 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. ·u the gentleman will keep Buch JI. system of inquisition .and such a .system of commi sion 
-within the :five minutes. ,government as was .never known before. They have piled np 

WHEN THE cHEMICAL scHEDULE wAs uP. war taxes and stamp taxes such as would not have been tol-
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is -very brief: In a @eecb : erated under a Republican .system. They have flopped l:U>Oll 

Which the gentleman, \Vho is 'DOW ·Governor ·General of the . ~vm:y ].)ledge that they _made .in the platform adopted .at .Balti
Philippine Islands, made in this House--l refer to the Hon. , _o;~.o.re--sugar, the trusts, the . tar~ff, 11.nd all-l>ecanse their 
:Burton 'Harrison-on the 19th of February, 1912, ·.being in policies, social, domestic, economic, and financial, were wrong. 
charge of the chemical ·schedule of the 'Underweod tariff, he r The -effect .of their failure has p~oven the absolute righteousness 
said : ' of the Republican system of protection and of the RepubHcan 

But more than -this, and in addition, the Democratic .member-ship of 1 system· of building up and sustaining the industries of the 
-the Committe-e on Ways ana Means in the -preparation -of this bill has country 
ihad the benefit of the il'eport of .the Tarilf Board -on Schedule :A. [Ap- : · 
plause.] ; 
Th~ .report of the .Tariff .Board ,consists of a glossary of th.e :para- · 

·graphs of ·the ~-sting law and, in addition, an 'l!conom.ic review or·the 
chemical ·industry in -the United Stab~s, 'in Canada, in France, :in :Eng- , 
l and, and in -Germany. • The memb'er.s o-f the Ways and Means Com
mittee take this opportunity of .expressing to the T.aritf :Board their . 
-appreciation of the -very 'Valuable ·a.sslstanc~ which this ·report 'haB "been . 
•to t hem .:in .:the ;preparation of their bill. - 1 

That is a strong Democratic ·indorsement of -the work of i:be 
llepublican Ta-riff Board which they, however, saw ·:fit to abolish · 
for puTely partisan reasons. 1 

1\lr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I thank the gentleman from 
W i consin for reminding the Hom;e of that very interesting : 
statement. I 

GATHERING THE F.ACTS FOR CONGRESS, 

1\Ir. HILL.. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield,? 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. ·yes. 
1\Ir. BILL. I will remind the gentleman that that is but an 

informal opinion of one member of the committee, but if the 

.THE 'SIN.GLE-TERM ELA'NK. 

Butin-stili-a:nother platformJ)lankllavethey made a .breach; on 
another plank llas the distinguished .Demoeratic President and 
party leader .made :a fioJ). [t was not made when his letter .af 
a.c.ceptanee :of the Democratic natlonal.nronination and platform 
was written. It was !llOt made Jm.own until a few weeks ago, 
w.hen the political--situation became so :acut-e that the publi.c llad 
to- be informed w.hether the President of -:the United States 
would again be ;a .candidate :for office or not. 

Democracy knows, .Republica.Rism knows, very man who 
reads the new.spapers knows, nnd certainly -everyone who Tends 
the Commoner knows that the on~term ·plank pnt in.to the Demo
cratic national .Platform was not "mola es :intended to catch 
flies." 'Tha.t plank aneant business. There w.as .a gentleman out 
in Nebraska who wrote that platform with malice aforethought. 
[Laughter.] .The J?resident ilmew what th-at political plank wns. 
There was a suggestion, formerly made, thut some one out in 
Nebraska was to be "knocked into a cocked hat," but. instf'atl of 
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being "knocked into a cocked hat," he was tak~n into camp as 
a member of the Cabinet. But he uid not stay in long; the one
term plank was burning a hole in his ambition, and he wanted 
to come out and talk to the people about it; he is now endeav
ing to com·lnce the people of the country that the one-term 
plank was right. 

DISAPPOI~TIXG MR. BRYAN. 

But the Democratic President was not in accord with the 
gentleman from Nebraska on the one-term idea. · He said little 
about it, but a .long time ago he wrote to a distinguished Demo
crat and former Congressman in this House, Mr. A .. Mitchell 
Palmer, his views on the one-term situation. He thought the 
people should determine such a question as 1\Ir. Bryan wrote .into 
the Baltimore platform. 'Vhy did we not get that letter a yea'..' 
ago? 'Vhy was it kept in Mr. Palmer's pocket from that tim~ 
down until this? \Vhy did not the President authorize 1\It·. 
Palmer to publish that letter so that the country might have a 
clean-cut understanding of his position? Perhaps some Demo
ci;'lt will tell us. ·we got the letter only a couple of weeks ago. 
In that l~tter we find discussed certain matters of public policy 
and political insight which induced the President, having ::;;erved 
one term, to leave it up to the people as to whether he shall be 
elected a second term. · 

PRESIDEXT DID NOT PLEDGE. 

Here is .the last breach in the Democratic platform. ·we can 
not blame the President for it, because in no published word can 
we find any acceptance by him of the sugg~stion that the one
term plank met with his approval. The Commoner lost no 
opportunity to let the· country know where it stood upon this 
important matter both before and after the Baltimore con
vention. It had ~:?mall regard for the man who woulU run upon 
a platform and not abide by its terms. But l\1r. Wilson, the 
Democratic nominee, was not baited. His letter of acceptance 
might be scanned from start to finish without revealing a 
thought or line upon the plank that Jaid so close to the heart of 
the Commoner's distinguished editor_ The letter to 1\lr. Palmer, 
the publication of which was long deferred, was the first inkling 
of the President's disbelief in the amiable thought of hls erst
whlle Secretary of State. ·It was the last "flop," not so much 
on the part of the President as on the part of those devoted fol
lowers of Mr. Bryan, who have been persuaded. that the Demo
cratic platform was in error when it sought to limit the tenure 

. of a President to a single term. 
WHEN REPUBLICANS CO~JE BACK. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, accepting the text of the eloquent 
gentleman from Texas . [Mr. Drns], let me suggest to our friends 
on the other side that they may continue to " flop " among 
themsel-ves to their hearts' content. Upon this side we are 
standing pat upon the Republican doctrine of protection and 
prosperity to the Nation, which we hope to restore when a con
sistent Republican administration again takes up the reins of 
office. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time .of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania has expired. . 

Mr. RAINEY rose and was recognized. 
1\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. 1\Ir. Chairman, as a member of 

the Committee on Foreign Affairs, I want to speak only five 
or. ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin that he recognized the .gentleman from Illinois 
before the gentleman from Wisconsin indicated his ·desire to 
speak. 

l\1r. RAINEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
'Visconsin. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 1\.Ir. Chairman, I am a member 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, entitled to the floor in my 
own right, but I.do not care to exercise that right now. 

1\h·. RAINEY_. Mr. Chairman, 1 can understand the diffi
culties under which a standpat Republican like the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. 1\Ioo-RE] labors in his attempt, even 
in an hour and five minutes, to discredit the President of the 
United States. And I want to say to the gentleman, who is an . 
eA.--pert along that line, that he can throw as much mud at the 
President as he pleases; it will have no more effect upon the 
Pre ident and upon his poUcies, and upon th~ things he stands 
for in this country and before the world than the gentleman 
could accomplish by throwing muu at the 'Vashington Monu
ment. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Speaking of flopping, I wonder if the gentleman from Penn
sylyani::t is going to flop? I wonder if gentlemen on that sid_e 
are o-oing to flop? L-et me read from the campaign platform 
adopted by the last national Republican convention, upon which 

gentlemen on t11at- side of· the aisle wei·e elected and upon 
which they have been pretending to stand: 

The pronounced feature of modern industrial life is its enormou<~ 
diversification. To apply tariff rates justly to these changing con
ditions requires closer study and more scientific methods than ever 
before. The Republican Party has shown by its creation of a tariff 
board its recognition of this situation and its determination to be 
equal to it. We condemn the Democratic Party for its failure eithe1· 
to provide funds for the continuance of this board or to make some 
other provision for securing the information requisite for intelligent 
tariff legislation. We protest against the Democratic method of legis
lating on these >itally important subjects without careful investiga-
tion. . 

Now, that is the Republican position. That is the platform 
you · will all stand on if you do not flop when this matter is 
presented to you soon. I understand from the position taken 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MooRE] that he 
objects to the creation now of a nonpartisan tariff board, for 
the reason that the Democrats are in control, and for that 
reason it can not ~e nonpartisan ; and then he proceeds to show 
that upon this question Democratic leaders are not united. fie 
proceeds to prove that our proposition is not partisan. 

I want to say concerning the report made by our distinguished 
former colleague in this House, Mr. HarTison, of New York, 
now Governor General of the Philippine Islands, that those 
bills which formed the nucleus of the Underwootl tariff bill, and 
which were framed in the Sixty-second Congress, were all 
based on the reports of President Taft's tariff board, and we 
sent some of those bills clear on up to President Taft, and 
demonstrating this lack of consistency in the Republican Party, 
he \etoed them. Yet every one of them could be uefended by 
simply calling attention to the collection of facts and data 
appearing in the reports of that special tariff board. 

Now, I want to say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [1\Ir. 
1\looRE] that I know the kind of a tariff commission he wants. 
He does not propose to stand Qn this Republican national plat
.form. He proposes to stand upon the platform recently an
nounced by his leader, the distinguished Senator from Pennsyl
vania, who in his speech before the New England Club, of 

· frovidence, H. I., on the 16t~ day of Octo~er, 1915, defined 
his position, and speaking .for the gentleman who has just 
taken his · seat [Mr. MoORE], evidently also defined his position. 
He said: 

First get back a protective tarift', and then select a permanent~arifl: 
commission . 

That is the platform upon which Republican partisans upon 
that side, blinded by partisanship, stand in this economic crisis 
of our history as a Nation. That is the kind of a nonpartisan 
tariff commission they want now. 

Here is the way some of the rest of these distinguished Repub
lican leaders and certain Republican journals now stanu. Every 
one of them flops from this }}latform declaration of theirs which 
I have just read, and here is the kind of a .platform they stand 
on now. Here is an expression from the Manufacturers' News, 
last October : 

The tariff commlssion Wea has wolskers. Political pressm·e woul<l 
rule. The tariff can not be taken out of politics. The proposed commis
sion would delay for two years a tariff revision. 

Here is what the Hartford (Conn.) Courant said in Septem-
ber, 1915: · 
· It would be clifficult to ha.vo a nonpartisan tariff commission. A tariff 
commission works in Germany because there is no dispute as to the 
protection principle there. 

Here is the kind of a platform to which they have floppetl 
from the national Republican platform of two years ago, as ex
pressed by the Muncie (Ind.) National Republican: 

. If the tariff is taken out of politics, it will be when free traders cease 
firing on the American policy. We favor a tariff commission when there 
has been a prompt upward revision of the tariff after the inauguration or 
another protectionist President. 

Here is what the distinguished gentleman from California 
[Mr. HAYES] said recently in the American Economist of Au
gust 20, 1915. This is how he has flopped 'from the nonpartisan 
tariff-commission expressions of_ his Republican platform : 

I am not in favor of such a commission as would b~ appointe.d by th,e 
free trader now-in--the White House. 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. · HuTCHINSON] about 
the same time, in fact in the same issue of the American 
Economist, said : 

. The people want the Republican Pat·ty to revise the tarlO'. There 
are too many commissions. 
\ Here is what the distinguished Senator from Washington, 
Senator JoNES, said on August 13, 1915·: 

I am in favor of a commission to revise tlie f~rj..J'f on a protective 
standard. · · 
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H re is what the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MoonE], 

who has just taken his seat, said on the 6th day of August, 
1915, in the American Economist: 

The question can not be a.nswered until we find whether a non
partisan tarlJf commlssion is possible. 

Here is what the American Economist said in July, 1915: 
. The turiff-commission idea is a fallacy. It is all right in Germany, 
becau e tbe policy of protection prevails ther~ 

And so on. 
That is the platform upon which Republicans stand now 

who are blinded by partisanship. That is how they have 
flopped from their own platform, adopted in their national con
vention at Chicago. 

You can depend upon the President of tlie United States and 
upon the Democratic Party to stand always patriotically for 
the 1Jest interests of this country. [Applause-on the Democratic 
side.] Does the gentleman who has just taken his seat realize 
the changed conditions which confront us now, the changed 
world c~mditions? Why, the Underwood tariff law had just 
comp1enced to work, it was yielding as much and more revenue 
than we expected it to yield, but suddenly there was a red 
glow in the eastern skies, and from out of the clouds of war a hand 
of iron reached and stopped the ships upon the seas, the ships 
that were bringing goods to our ports, the goods that were to pay 
the revenue under the Underwood tariff bill. Can the gentle
man from Pennsylvania with all of his shrewd partisanship and 
unfair logic- convince the country that the United States is re
sponsible in any measure for ·that war? Talk as much as you 
may about the blood-streaked prosperity on this side of the 
water, who is responsible for prosperity of that kind? Talk 
about manufacturing munitions here in private plants, and ship
ping them across the seas to be used for the purpose of dealing 
out death on the battlefields of Europe, who is responsible for 
that? Why, the party which was in power for so many years 
and refused to build up Government munition factories in this 
country. That party is responsible for the trade in arms 
which is now possible. They can not charge us with that sort 
of bu iness. Are men being killed on European battlefields by 
guns manufactured in America? Who made that possible? 
.Why, the party that was in power when that business was built 
up throughout the country and which refused to establish Gov
~rnment plants for the manufacture of arms. That party must 
answer for it now and when the question is presented to the elec
torate next November. 

Now, speaking of prosperity, I want to read from Republican 
journals something about what is going on in this country at 
the present time. I read from the Washington Post of October 
25, always again t the administration and always speaking for 
the Republican Party : 

[From the Washington Post, Oct. 25.] 
A WEEK OF IMMENSE TRANSACTIONS IN BUSINESS. 

The week that has just closed has been a week of sensational ad
vances in many stocks of industrial companies. 

• • • • • • 
Among the large orders placed in this country during the past 

week may be mentioned one for railroad ties to the value of $2,500,000. . . ·- . . . . 
The report of the General Chemlcal Co. for the quarter ended Sep

tember 30 is an exhibit well up in the line with the prosperity reports 
of many big business concerns. 

The net profits for the quarter were $1,705,273, an increase over 
the preceding quarter of $945,352. 

During the nine months since January 1, 1915, the profits were 
$4,058,741, an increase of $1,872,734 as compared with the first nine 
months of 1914. 

• • • • • • • 
Exports of wheat from United States and Canadian ports during 

the past week broke all records, totaling 11,113,093 bushels. 
For the 16 weeks ended October 21 corn exports were 3,426,689 

bushels, as against but 1,861,040 bushels in the same perlod of last year. 

Recently in the Chicago Drovers' Journal J. Ogden Armour, 
a better authority than the gentleman from Pennsylvania-and 
the gentleman will admit it himself--on commercial matters, 
on the question of prosperity in this country, gave out this 
authorized interview on the 11th of November, 1915. I read 
this interview in full: 
UNITE D STATES IN RECORD BOOM ERA, SAYS ARMOUR-AMERICA RISING 

RAPIDLY TO UNPRECEDENTED PROSPERITY, INCONCEIVABLE A YEAR AGO 
AND ENDURING, SAYS PACKER. . 

[From the Drovers Journal, Nov. 11, 1915.J 
J. Ogden Armour, in an interview on crop, market, and financial con

ditions, said: "America is rapidly rising to an unprecedented pros
perity, a prosperity which would have been inconceivable a year ago, 
and which will be enduring. It will be boomllke for, say, three years_ 
and should not be affected by a termination of the European war withiil. 
that time." 

For a captain -of industry, whose reticence, restraint, and conserva
tism are proverbial, the above declaration is interesting and instructive. 

" The idea that the cessation of European hostilities must a.Jrect us 
ad>ersely is, I believe, academic," said Mr. Armour. . "In the first 
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place, emigration from. the countries now at war will be prohibited. 
They will be forced to take this step because the conflict means an 
exhaustion of men as well as of treasure. Men will be needed over 
there as much, if not more, than money. There can be no competition 
between a country of America's great vigor and infinite resources and 
countries that have spent themselves. 

A.MEniCA TO LEAD. 

"America was destined to lead the world commercially and finan
cially in 15 years. The war simply hastened that manifest destiny. 
For an American to fear tbe aftermath of the war appears to me 
baseless." 

The president of Armour & Co. then proceeded to give reasons for 
his unshakable optimism : 

" Ours is not a war prosperity although, to be sure, ammunition 
orders are accelerating the pace,•1 he said. " It is fundamental, in 
tqat the products of the farm are the basis of it. We are still largely 
an agricultural community, and as agriculture prospers the whole 
country prospers. 

'' Look at our crops and the prices we are getting for them. Both 
have no parallel in the country's annals. Wheat was late in harvest
ing, but is now coming abundantly to market. The enormous daily 
exports show that the corn yield is bountiful. The run of hogs will 
be large. 

EUROPE BUYIXG HEA.VILY. . 

" The demand for these necessaries is in proportion to their supply. 
Europe is buying as she has never bought before, and the swelling bank 
deposits reflect the heavy European payments as well as the affluence 
of the farmer. 

"Take, for example, tbe National City Bank of New York" (ot 
which Mr. Armour is a director). "A year ago the gross deposltl'l of 
that institution were $245,000,000. To-day they are more than $500,-
000,000." (The shares of the institution have rise~ 150 points.) 

"Bankers as a rule have been hard put by these startlli:ig increases. 
Rates are low, but the money will all be profitably employed. It is 
only a question of time, and the employment of so much money will 
mean just so much more prosperity. 

''The South, which only a few months ago was in despa:ir, is now, 
to speak colloquially, drunk with prosperity. Planters are finding no 
difficulty in marketing their cotton at good prices . . That section of the 
country is fortunate, too, in enjoying a revival in the lumber trade. 
Timber in the South has advanced $2 n thousand. 

"I have no doubt that the Pacific coast, whose timber trade has 
been lagging, will soon thrive. In fact, every leading industry is flour
ishing or beginning to flourish. Building permits throughout the coun
try are at a high mark. So It is with what m.lght be called the lux
urious or semiluxurious lines, such as jewelry and furniture. Our 
reports from Grand Rapids, the furniture manufacturing center, show 
that the factories are operating at full capacity." 

RAILROADS ARE! BAROMETERS. 

It may be noted here in parentheses that the Armour organizations 
have unusual facilities for obtaining widespread and accurate statts
tics on current commercial conditions. The packing company, for 
example, lills all" agent in every city of consequence, while Mr. Armour 
himself is a director i.n several banks and in the Illinois Central anu 
tbe St. Paul Railway system. 

" Then," continued Mr. Armour, " there are the railway revenues. 
These are infallible indicators of trade tendencies. Earnings are in
creasing by leaps and bounds. There is a. car shortage for the first 
time in five years. I know of western roads which could use double 
the cars they have at their disposal at present. In brief, we--the 
United States-are ' it' with a capital 'I' and will continue to be in 
that enviable position indefinitely." 

From Dun's Weekly Review of Trade for the week ending 
Noyember 12, which ought to be as good authority as the gentle
man from Pennsylvania, who has just taken his seat, I read: 

WEEKLY REVIEW OF TRADE. 

NO SLACKENIXG IX SIGXS FORECA.STING GREATEST COMMEllCIAL DEYELOP· 
MENT IN HISTORY, SA.YS DUX-MILD WEATHER RETA.RDIXG RETAIL 
BUYING, BP.ADSTllEET REPORTS. 

NEW YORK, No vember 12. 
R. G. Dun's weekly review of trade to-morrow will say : 
There is no slackening of the advance that foreshadows the greatest 

commercial development in the history of the country. 
· Following many months of g1·adual recovery and adjustment to new 
conditions, progress has come with such a rush that reaction is feared in 
some quarters; yet the economic position steadily gains in strength, and 
seldom, if ever, has the situation so fa:vored continued expansion. 

Business is no longer wholly dependent upon the war demands, tho 
bumper crops, the widespread increase in production, in the working 
force and in the power of the people to purchase having established the 
basis for an era of unexampled prosperity. 

There is, moreover, the further and highly significant increase of 
abundant supplies of money for all legitimate purposes while the arrange
ments for supplementary foreign credits augur well for the maintenance 
of the phenomenal movements in over-sea commerce. 

The figures of merchandise exports, pig-iron output, bank clearings, 
and railroad earnings bring to light achievements without precedent1 and to the list of remarkable attainments have been added those or 
unfilled steel tonnage and commodity prices. 

• • • • • • • 
The lumb&· trade improvement, first visible at the South, bas reached 

the Pacific Northwest, where prices have been advanced; winter wheat 
marketing is freer, thus improving collections, and sales of spring wheat 
are large, despite holding by farmers; demand for coal is better, activity 
in steam grades testifying to enlarged industrial operations; railway 
transportation is of record proportions, the margin of idle cars has about 

. disappeared, and shortages loom up as the railways strain to move the 
freight offering overcrowded rails and through congested terminals. 

As to what is being accomplished in the matter of good time.' 
and prosperity under Democratic rule I might read now extracts 
from an Associated Press article sent out over the countt·y on 
November 27 : 

NEW YORK, Novembet· !7. 
The Delaware, Lackawanna & Western Railroad, whose lines are 

choken as far back as Scranton with loaded freight cars it can not 
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move, to-day ·noti:fied its agents to accept no more· freight for export 
until further notice. 

More than 6,000 cars kom the West loaded with grain, feed, flour, 
copper, and hundreds ot other commodities, have virtually turned the 
terminals of the road into a storage warehouse for weekB. Some of the 
cars have been here fox: 80 days . . 

Nearly every road terminal. entering here is glutted with loaded 
freight cars standing idle on sidings ·for hundreds of mlles back along 
the line, and it was stated that other roads would follow the Lacka
wanna's lead shortly. . . " . . . . 

I now read from an article in. the Washington Times of a 
recent issue : . . . . " . . 

A gain of $445,241,906 was made during the 10 months in the total 
value of exports of breadstuffs, cottonseed oll, cattle, hogs, sheep, 
meat, and dairy products, cotton, and mineral o-ils: Up to November 
of the present year these exports totaled $1,145,240,826, as against 
$699,998.920 fo-r the first 10 months of last year. 

More than $87,625,000 of the gain this year was made by cotton, 
the ·exports being . valued at $"349,975..904, as against $262,349,975 last 
year. A total of 3,796,856,46Z pounds, .or 7,276,280 bales, of cotton 
have been shipped abroad thus far this year. 

.Among the big export items were 420,451,068 pounds of bacon, valued 
at $f)5,683,943 ; 714,496,902 gallons of illmnin.atlng on worth 
$42,385.,934; 250,962~514 bushels of wheat, worth $12,448,7'46; and 
218,168,774 pounds of fresh beef, worth $3:8,073,197 • . 

For October of this year the exports of foods, c.otton, and oil showed 
a gain of $26,906,869 oTer- the coues.ponding ·month last year. the 
figures being $1.10,615,275 for the tenth month at this year and 
$83,700,406 for last year~ 

I read from the Washington Herald of November 14, 1915: 

drafting of ·the ·ullderwood tariff bill, i: ·want _to say, and even 
gentlemen on that side will agree with me, that the Underwood 
tariff bill was framed with refere:nee to possible German compe
tition in the :fufure. Ge-rmany was our ·real competitor for the 
market:s of the world, and Germany will continue to be \Then 
this ·war is over our real competitor for the world~s markets. 
Yon are in favor of a tariff commission, you say, if it can be 
a Republican tariff commi sion. You are in favor of a tnritr 
commission modeled uvon the German plan, because there you 
say they are committed to the doctrine of protection. · Do you 
kn{)W that they are about to abandon the doctrine of protection 
over there? 
_ Is it possible the gen_tleman frozp. Pennsylvania [:air: MooRE] 
has not been reading the inspired articl which find their way 
into our press, copied from journal faithfully representing the 
ideas of th-e government in Germany, in which the information 

· is given out that at the end of the war they propose t(} take olr 
theil' tariff on :foodstuffs entirely? They propose to put food
stuffs on the free list, a,nd they have gone so fa·r as to declare 
that they p:ropose to put the necessaries of life on the free list. 
What they propose to do with the other things they have not yet 
announced, but we know, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. MooRE} knows, how they revise tariffS' over there in Ger
many. Find fault with us far discontinuing the activities ot 
the tariff bo-ard, and then say that we- want the kind of a 
tariff board that is possible over there in Germany ! Why, when 

[Washington Herald, Nov-. 14, 1915.] they get through with a revision ot. the tariff in Germany they 
BROAD EXPANSION 011' BUSINESS A<!rlVITY ALL OV11lll COUN".rnY. discharge their tariff board from further activities. They haVe 

The outstanding feature of the bliBiness situation in October has a tariff bo-ard there composed of 30 men, 15 of theJ:Il selecte<l by 
been the fact that all trade- has been umnistakably better. We ex- 11....+; f t · ;~~ -h.,;> d 15 f th b pressed the opJnion two months ago, says the Novem!Yer bulletin of rep-resena~.uves 0 cer am ll.lUUS·t.ues an 0 em selecte<l Y 
the National Ctty Bank ()f New York,. that as the season for fall trade the representatives of the German Emperor and confirmed by 
came on, the country would swing into a broad, general state of activity, their- legislative body. After tbey revised their tariff in 1902-
and that expectation has been realized. Every part of the country d th t · th 1 t rl • i th now sends good reports. and the cantrnst they make with the eoncl1tlons an a IS e .as uerman reVIS on- ey, in protection Ger• 
of a year ago is calculated to inspire the lllDSt profound! sentiments of many, discharged their board:. That is what we did here, and 
r:eiief, sati.sfactlon, and gratitude. · nothing else. We followed th~ kind of program you say you 

• • • • • • • stand for and shut off' the activities o.f this tariff board when 
The woolgrowers have sold this year's clip at record prices, and the ha-'~> ut th bo live-stock interests are exceptionally prosperous. Farm seekers trom we u P upon e oks the greatest tariff law ever con-

other States are pouring into the States of the Northwest, where a structed in this eounh·y up until that t:tme [applause on the 
limited amount of-comparatively cheap lands are still to be had. Democratic side], a tariff law which had already compelled the 

The metal mining industry o-t the West. which was badly ertm>led a t Arlin Mil year ago. is. no 1n fnll swing. There ts enormous activity tn the pro- grea gton · 'ls over there in Massachusetts to announce 
ductio.n of copp-el', lead, and zinc; it is now up to ·capacity ot the mines that its next delivery of worsteds would be placed on the market 
and smelters, and In the case of zinc the smelter capacity is being mate- at a reduction of 25 per cent, and all over the ·country announce
rially increased. So far as agriculture, stock. raising. and mining go ments of reductions in wholesale prices were being made when 
the ':est is ex~gly p:osperous.,. " • . • this war broke out. , 

The available supply of labor is so fully employed that the situation We have only done in our manipulation of the tariff question 
is on the verge of being critical. Fuod supplies promise to be abundant exactly what you s yo ght t b .-11· f h f ll d th and moderate in price for the coming year, and the outlook for general · a u 0 e uone, or we ave o owe e 
comfort and prosperity tn the United States is at present ver-y p-ro-m- German practice. But the German tariff law enacted in 1902 
ising. · was preliminary to her treaties, and her commercial treaties 

Here is an AssoCiated Press dispatch from w .a.shington: with all the commercial nations of the world expire this present 
WAsHINGTON, D. c., necem1Jer 1.3~ year. As soon as this war is over, of course, the German tariff 

Uncle Sam's cofle?s were- swelled during the fiscai year ended June 30, will be revised. It must be revised in orO:e1· to meet the new 
1915, by the collection of $415,681,023 by the internal-revenue bu- treaties which the-y propo e to make. Aceording to your own 
reau, according to the annual report of Commissioner W. H. Osborn pro IS" ·on c nt · d · 1 t~ h t th ti to Secretary ot th.e Treasury Mc.Adoo. The collection was the greatest , v 1 o aine rn your own p a J.Orm. as no- e me come 
in the history of the bureau. • now when there are changing conditions, conditions which re-

If you will exnmine closely the reports issued from this office quire the- activities of a tariff board, condi&ms which :require 
you will find that this increase in coDeetions is due not only to that a nonpartisan tariff board be appointed for the purpose of 
the unexampled: pr{)sperlty which prevails in this conntry un- keeping pace with the approaching German tariff revision, for 
der Democratic rule. but to the fact that this office is equipped the purpose of keeping pace and being in a position to inform the 
now to eollect these revenues, and is c6llecting them. There Congress, with facts andi data as to the changing conditions 
have been no scandals in the transaction of any o:t the b-usiness the w~rld over w~ch ever:yone knows this wa.r. · going to bring 
o1 the Treasury Department in collecting internal revenues or aoout: We are gomg to gJ.ve you an opportunity_ all 00: y_ou on 
revenues on imports at our ports. There have been no stories , that Side, to stand on your own platform, or an opportunity ~o 
of bribing of little fifteen-dollar and twenty-dollar a week Gov- flop from :fOur platf_orm~ a!! th~ gentleman from Pennsylvnma 
ernment checkers and weighers or manipulation of scales on [Mr. Mo~] ~d his d1stingrushed leader, the Senator from 
Government wharves by which great institutions under a Re- Pennsylvama. t"M:· P'El~BOSE}, have already done. [Applause on 
publican administration were able to .steal from the Treasury the Democratic Side.) 
of the United States millions and millions of dollars. We have THE wu ANDt THE TARIFF. 

conducted these various departments ot this Government hon- Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speake.r--
estly, and we are collecting the moneys that are coming to this The CHAIRMAN. For what purpo e does the gentleman from 
Government from these various sources; and that is one reason Massachusetts rise? . 
for this increase in collections reported from this department Mr. ROGERS. I desired to be recognized in my own right. 
of the Government charged with making them. These favor- The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mas achusetts is 
able reports as to trade expansion which will be permanent, recognized for one bour. _ 
ac-cording to these Republican authorities, all of them worthy Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, the first half of the legislative 
ot. more consideration than these gentlemen who make partisan history of the Wilson administration ended when the Sixty
speech9S on that side of the House, continue rmtil the present third Congress, the 4th of March la.St, udjourned. srne die. The 
time, and they will continue indefinitely in the future. second half began wben the SiXty-fourth Congress convened last 

You declared in your platform that you are in favor o:f a month. . 
tariff board o~ a tariff commission, I do not care what you call We have passed the halfway· inark. The moment seems 

-lt, to apply tariff rates to ,changing conditions. In the history opportmie . for a review of the record . of the adm.inistration 
of this country and of the world were economic conditions ever upon its legislative side. Such a review can, ·of ootirse, not be 

. changing more rapidly than. they are now? Germany is our even attempted -in....a :single.speech, and in my remarks to-day I 
great competitor for the world's markets~ As. a member of the shall confine my~ in the main, to a.n analY.siS of the fiscal 
comniittee and one of the conferees which had in charge the policy and accomplishment of the last two years. 
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Three dates stand out as crucial in any such analysis, and I Second. The fairest time, therefore, to judge dispassion~tely 

shall have occasion to refer to them again and again: The first, the workings of a tariff law would be when the world was at 
of course, is l\!arch 4, 1913, the birthday of the Democratic peace, when foreign trade was normal. 
administration ; the second _ is October 3, 1913, the date when Third. The natural effect of a great war would be to reduce 
the Underwood low-tariff law became effective; and the third, somewhat the articles which the warring nations would send 
the day when the world war hegan, which may, for convenience, abroad for sale and to . increase the articles which they would 
be as. umed to be August 1, 1914. _ seek to purchase of neutrals. 

With the enactment of the Underwood Jaw there went on Fourth. Clearly these manifestations are attributable to ab-
trial a tariff theory which had not been tested since the end of normal conditions, and have nothing to do with the merits or 
the second Cleveland administration, nearly 20 years earlier. demerits of our tariff legislation. 
Throughout the intervening period of Republican ascendency Fifth. Naturally the party in power .would seize upon the 
the tlleory-whether or not faultily applied in its details is unsettled state of things to explain away any troubles of its 
not at the moment the question-had been that a duty should own, however widely dis<;_onnected in fact with the war. 
be levied on all imports from other countries at least sufficient When the war had progressed a short time our imports 
to make up for the lower wage scale which prevailed in those diminished considerably below what they had been during the 
countl'ies; in short, the underlying theory was that our tariff Democratic peace period, though not, as I shall show, below 
should afford protection to our American wage earners against what they had been in Republican days. Our exports began 
good. made where lower wages and standards of living made -similarly to increase, mainly by reason of" war 01~ders." Times 
cheaper production possible. . inevitably began to 1mprove. But can this imp1·ovement be 

" ' ith the advent of the Democratic Party a new theory of attributed to the Underwood tru·iff? The Democrats say, 
tariff making succeeded-that the tariff should be as low as "Yes"; the Republicans and common sense say, "No, the 
possible-that is, that free tracle should be as closely approxi- European war is simply covering up in part the faults of your 
mated as possible-having always in mind the necessity of tariff theory by reducing imports while increasing exports, and 
raising sufficient funds to carry on the Government. This thus establishing a sort of tru·iff of necessity." Curiously, how
theory, variously described as the "revenue only" and as the ever, the Democrats while claiming that conditions since the 
" competitive" theory, found full expression in the Underwood war began prove that their tariff is everything that it should 
Jaw of October, 1913. be at the same time attribute their domestic financial straits 

It may not be amiss to say a preliminary and general word to the war. In other words, _they blow hot and blow cold. 
abont the operation of this law prior to the breaking out of the Perhaps I may illustrate this last point by several recent 
European war. utterances of eminent Democrats. 

For the first seven months of 1913 (January to July, inclu- President Wilson said the other day: 
sive) -all under the Republican tariff-the imports from other The UnrJerwood law can not be held responsible for any appreciable 
countries into the United States amounted to about $1,016,000,000. reduction in revenue as a result of the war. 

For the same seven months of 1914-all under the Democratic Secretary McAdoo, of the Treasury Department, in his an-
tariff and prior to the outbreak ot the European war-the im- nual report refers to certain decreases in revenue and says: 
ports amounted to $1,137,000,000. Practically all of these decreases are the direct result of the European 

In other words, under the low-tariff theory of the Democratic war. · 
Pat·ty we brought into this country before the war was even On another occasion he said: 
thought of $121,000,000 more foreign-made goods in seven Because of the decrease of imports on account of the war we have had 
months than we did in the same .period of 1913 under the an enormous deficit. This deficit -would have been vastly larger, how-

t t . th f tl R bli t "ff I h t E ever, if the old tarifr bill had been relied upon. At least $130,000,000 pro ec 1ve eory o 1e epu . can art · n s or • 'uropean would have been added to the deficit had the country depended on the 
and Asiatic labor (instead of American labor) was yearly old bill. 
getting the wages involved in the manufacture of over · Senator GonE said in Lowell last October: 
$200,000,000 worth of goods in excess of its allotment under McCall says our national finances a1·e disarranged. This is a vague 
Republican rule. accusation, but we say that the disorganization is due to the war and 

But American labor can be employed upon articles for export not to the tariff law or any other Democratic measure. 
as well as upon articles for domestic consumption. We have Here is certainly a cordial, though perhaps not too discrimi
just seen that the Democratic tariff cut deeply into the latter nating, blanket indorsement. The gentleman from New York 
soUI·ce of American employment. How did it affect the former? [Mr. FITZGERALD] said recently of our financial condition: 

For the first seven months of 1913-January to July, inclu- This condition is due solely to the disturbed concliti{)ns resulting from 
sive, all under 'the Republican tariff--exports from the United the war. 
States to other countries amounted to about $1,323,000,000. Assistant Secretary of the Treasury Malburn says that the loss 

For the same seven months of 1914-all under a Democratic of customs revem1e due to the war would have been much greater 
tariff and prior to the outbreak of the European war-our ex- under a protective tariff than it has been under the Underwood 
ports amounted to $1,198,000,000. law. 

In other words, under the Democratic regime, before war The newspapers have nattu"ally sounded the same keynote. 
was even declared, we sent out to other lands $125,000,000 The Houston Post, for example, said the other day: 
fewer homemade goods in seven months than we did in the Our imports from Europe (since the war) have been negligible. 
same period of the previous year under a Republican tar.iff-at 1\Iany Republican papers have taken up the cry. I quote from 
the rate of over $200,000,000 a year. an editorial in a Republican protectionist newspaper: 

We have seen that imports increased $121,000,000 in the seven Part of the effects of the Underwood tariff may be judged by what 
months of the Underwood tariff and that exports decreased had happened to our importations before the war intervened to afford 
$12- 000 000 ·n the same pel ·od The s le f A · d to American industry a protection such as it never enjoyed in time of 

<>, • 1 · 'l · a 0 merican-ma e peace. For the present, the tariff is almost absolutely suspended as an 
goods had consequently fallen off some $246,000,000 in seven element bearing on American manufacture. What would have hap
months, or at the rate of over $400,000,000 a year a·nd more pened to our cotton and woolen industry by this time it the war had 
than a million dollars a day. 'Vage eqrners in America not come along to interrupt almost completelL the operation of foreign 
suffered accordingly; wage earners in Europe and Asia profited manufactories and the importation of goods nto the United States 1 
accordingly. · It is easy to deduce from the foregoing quotations that the 

For the first time in 20 years our balance of trade was per- Democratic leaders have sought to impress two things upon 
the minds of the people, and that they have been generally sue:. 

sistently against us. In the five months-April to August, in- cessful with superficial observers in their endeavor: 
clusiYe, 1914-our imports exceeded our exports by nearly First. That our importations have practically been brought to 
$40,000,000. Our exports had exceeded our imports during a standstill since the Em·openn war began. 
1913 by about $60,000,000 a month ; exports exceeded imports 
tgr the first nine months of 1914 by barely $9,000,000_ a month. Second. That the admitted financial difficulties of the United 

It is no wonder that unemployment was rife during the States Government are attributable to the loss of customs reva. 
first half of 1914; that bread lines and soup kitchens were once nues which results from the suspension of imports. 
more established in our cities; that the Democratic Party It therefore becomes of consequence to consider the trutli or 
trembled as it watched the workings of the tariff and its effect falsity of the two statements which have been persistently ad ... 
upon the industries of tile country. vanced by so many Democratic speakers and writers during the 

Then came the wru·. I shall examine in some detail the past year. 
FOrkings of the war upon our fiscal arrangements _and our Perhaps, however, the issue can be most clearly O:rawtr·.b~ .a; 
fore~gn trade. But first let me point out two or three things: further quotation fro~ Secretru·y McAdoo: _ _ 
· First. Obviously a world wa1r-wuu1d ·httTe' ·8'ome- ·effect upon The Emopl'an war ser10usly and adversely affected tho revenues ot 
t. b f · tr d f th U .·ted-·-cn.-- :r.---~--------- ·---- . the Government from imports. The revenue fi'om customs for the montll _ e ore1gn ·a e o e _lll _ ~lflLeS. __ .. of October, 1914, was $16,000,000, and for the month or October. 19U1; 
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1t was $30,ooo.ooo., sho.win.g a . decreas.e in one month ot. $14,P,OO~o.oo. larg~s.t No.Ymnben imports ... in: our. histocy. t>ece.mb~'s. impom 
I : lia'Ve' taken' the--mon.th• of' ()ctbbar· for.. the p_u:rpose· ot· comparison; as· the. W.Eme: seyen: and: one-half.-millions · larg~.- ev.en than· N-e:vember's-r-
new tarim went- intil . etr.acir. Octolier.;. 1913',. and duties I -were: th-erefore tl1 
same. The reduction in revenues.. i du.e- solel¥ to1 the falling ore. int $171,84.1,665. ~hese ·. aro' with. one ~p_tiorr, , 1913 the:· lar.gest; 
im.Qo.rta tions. . · Deeemti_er: imy~ts im historYt. . . 

· Elere: we· hav:e tJJ.e issue: sq_uar,eljj· pre_sente.d by,: the Sec.re.tarJ;· W.e.J Mv.e· heard, much· concerning; the financial struggle.s. of thei 
off the: Treas.ucy.: hims.elf: "The r.edhction· in revenues- i-s~ dll"E). U~ted States1during the-past. tw;o, year.s.. The: Secr_etary- of. th 
sorely to the ·falling off" in importations.~' · Treasury attributes our difficulties "·solei~ to tire, falling: oft inl 

But if. we: turn to the· :figures. issued by.·Iiis-colleague; the . Sec- impartatio.ns.-.•t We~ ha-v.e seen.- that in. fact there . has been no 
retazy of Commerce; and. showing the impoJ:tati..ons. for the.]' falling off in· importations. as compared. with Republican- times.,) 
months in question, we ffn<f: @ioo· the contmxy .. Yet it . is~ undoubteJIJ.y, true. that custom 

Imp.orta. r.eyenues;hav.e:matel'ially~fallen · off. 
october, . 1913------------------------------$:1.32,949- sn21 Fo~ the.periodl Janua:cy~ 19.13; t:O"· October.~ 191H, <JU.C. customs :r:e
Octol)er, 1914------------------------------ 138,.080; 520

9
; ceipts1- under the: Republican tariff;:. averaged $27,000,000· :ue-:r· 

October, 1915-------------------------------------- 149;172,72 rnon~ 
Thus it · appears tha.t· the· ii:nports,._ instead of: falling off; .. ac: t For the: peniod. Januar.y,. 19t5,, to. Novem.ber, ,1915-the Demo. ... 

tually increased over $5,000;000. 1rr October; 1914~ wlieu lialf the: eratic w.ar. perioa·:-ou:c· custams; receipts. ill! spite1 ot the· fact. 
world' was at war;_ as compared! with .. October, 1913, 10' months! that. ow impru:t&' were : on the, a.v:.eraget a: little: large11, averaget:L 
[)~fore the war ftad' begun~ . · 'I $.16,000,0001>en·montl:r... Thus with.abont. the· same· import& we ara 

It· seems incredible that tfie; Secretary: of the· Treasury- madec 
1
1osing about $11,000,000 a month customscrev.e.nues; or.-$132,000,000 .. 

the above statement with: int:ent t<r deceive.;- yet it must tie. adl. . a .yea.r.. · 
mitted that· he· was· guilty either of such· i'n.tent or.. of gross· care,.. i There is the · realt explanation o.f our e.m1rcy· Treasury; The 
Iessnes almost equally. culpable~ Manifestly-as.·far as1:he month ~ reduction in duties· hasz reduced1 the ravenues1; the reduction, in: 
of' October is · concerned: u .. the reduction. 1h re:venues:n Is" not- due:.· ! importations is. a my-th. in spite . of the. stress laid UP,on it byt 
solely· or· af alE "'to the fa-lling oft: J.D.. importations., } Democratic, apo.logfsts . · 

But' this, it may be said; wa:s, after all, but· one- month.. How ~- The whole story is-told by• an. examina-tion· of the· aver.age rates 
a:fmut· the war perfo.d a:s- a· '!hole 7" D?es· it show a: great shr1nlt·. j of dutY.,·paid upon impo.rts-.year by year; . In. the second Clevelandi 
age. in imJlorts?;· An e.xannnattorr of: tbe .figur.es ~sued bY- ~ ! administration this average ad valorem ra.te· was- about 20 pen 
Secretary of Cmnmerce· shows· that th~ Importations have, m:. cent.. During the dozeTh years of. the- Dingley tariff. it . ranged 
general, decreased somewhat during the D~moc~atic_ war period) I from:. 22.· per· cent to.- 29: ner-· cent., During the· Fay:ne_. tariff it 
(Aug., 1914, to date)· as compared with:. the Democratic . pea~e .. ranged from 17 per cent to 21 per cent. For the fiscatyear ended' 
period (Oct., 1913, to Aug., 1914). But, as· I have saii:l, the Jnne 30,. 1915, the first fnll1fis£al year of. the. U.nderwood.law,·it 
imports during_ the Democratic peace" period ~ere swollen c;mt was. 12~49:. per. cent:-bY; f'a:r.·the-l.owest for.. a century r Since June 
of. all· propo:rtion. andi broke· all" records~ in our.·. historY~ ~ fairer it has: been. sinking_ even, lower. and. now; does . no.t exc.eed 10 pe.J: 
comparison is with imports umrer- the Republican· tariff JUSt ~e- c.ent-certainly. a close : aopt.'Oximation. to fre.e. trade. For the 
fOre its repeal'; during thee spring and summer mon~-of _191~. _ week. ending. Christmas Day• the rate, was! R7.' pe.c centr This 

T.he imports May; 191.a, to-August, 1913; averaged• $135;000,000 means, of course, that, the impo:rts· r.ema.inihg. the s.am:e,, for evecy, 
rrer month: . : dollar which goe.s. into, our Treasury, at tliis , rata of. duty, $2 or 

The imports March, 1915, to December, 1915, averaged wen i $2.50 wonld. have: gpne·, in if. Republican. rates had. been main-
over $150,000,000 per month. ; tained: Anothe~ interesting sideligpt uwm the-present7day, work1:' 

fu: other: words,_ our impor.ts d'tlrln-g' th"e;. war hf!-ve re~ently. ings o_f the Democratic tari.1r~ is-. that. ever. · 70 per cent of all goods 
been ayeraging, $15,000~000 a month. more: than: ?ur· unpo:r.t's" two: : rec.entlYi· entering. the countrY. have come:- in. without paying a 
years enrtier· and· just prior.- to-the enactment... of the- Underwood : cent's. worth of duty,. The other RO. per cent. is bearing tlie 
law. For the entire war period, including the J:?Onths when for ~ burde.n •. imp.ede.ctlY,: of- course, but nevertheless as best it can. 
eign trade was at its: lo.west ebb, the a.'Vernge: 1mpo.rts· ar~: over Under Republican. tarurs, from 40 per cent. to. 50". per- cent. on]$ 
$140;000,000 a. month;. or $5;000,000: a n:wnth mo:.e than m- Re- . came in altogether free of duty, and the burden was distributed 
publican-days. But,- as' I say; with thmgs- continuing as-: th·ey; i over at Ie.ast one-half. of all imP.orts, instead. of as- to-daY. over 
now are, the increa-se in fmports · is. $15,000,000 a· month, , or Iess·thaiLone-tliird. 
$180,000',000 a year· over Republican-imports. 'flie customs revenues for the.lastJIScalyear were $2U'9,186,672"; 

Our rece.nt: imports, as shown· bi" the bulletins of the Depart- ~ealiZe.d; as. alio_ve stated;_ fr.om d.tJ.tie::; averaging abont 12! per 
ment of Commerce; ha'Ve·been: , cent upon $1,6.7..4;169',740 worth of iin.ports. If: a _rate ot only; 20 
Fiscal• year· ended-=- . per cent· had: been, assessed upon. these imports; the resulting 

1911-------------------------------:-------- $1, 527• 226! 105 du:tie,s . would have lieen $335",000,000. or about $125;000,000' in 
. i~~=- --=:=---:::_-::::=:=:_-:::_-::=:-_: t ~~~:- ~8::1~1 excess of: what they were in faat. Tliis s.ol~tion woul~ D:av~ :gut 

1914---~-----------------~----------=-- 1; 893, 92.5; 6~T . mto the T.reasury nearly $.50,000,000 more than. has the 1h1qmtous 
1915-:-------------------------------------- 1• 674• 169• 7~0"' war tax, with all' its annoyances. and vexations. In substantia• 

Our recent imports entered for consumption have been : . tion of this.statement.it is worth. rememberii:Ig .that. a Republican 
Fiscal' year ended- P.rotective .t'aritr'made_ possible: the building; of the Panama. Canal 

1911_-------------------------------------- $1!, 52!71, 945~ .652. Without imposing any CQnsideralJJe bUI:den UP-Oll the people, bnf, 
1912-------------------~------ l·'~g; ·~·:~~ ihstead,. mainlY.:· out of tb.e. "lhose chang~" which . the Treas-
l~i~-=:::::==::::=========-== 1~~o6:·4oo:· 394 _ ury liad· in its pockets. If w.e. liad. retained Republican dutie,'i' 
1915---------------------------~- 1, 648; 386,.280 and. obse.rved reasonable. ec.o.nomy, we could'. have embarked 

The-- imports fbr,: the yeaD 1912·· were: larger By $100~,000 ~on the. proposed program ofi nationar d"efense without furthe:t 
than· thQSe. o::t ~ previous. year in:. our history.. It: wilL ~e taxation of' any kind: -
seen: that tbe· imports . foE 1915;. including 11.. wan mc;mths, we:r:e r have hear.Ck the. statement. made. by certain Democrats that 
$21:,000,000' larger · than the• record 1912: year· and wer~ ~eeded' admitting that. ilnports began to_ fioo.d the country w~en the · 
only by. the. Demuerati.C. yea:rs:1913. amr 1914. Th-e.l9.I5 1inpor..ts: Uhderw:ood: law was enacted; nevertheless- that t'fiese llDJ!Orts 
exceeded tha&h for · l9ll by nearly. $15ll,OOO~OOO. wer.e. mainlY: of· raw materials or of gl)o.ds only partly mannfac-

Ji)oes aU this, sound like a " dormant" or· a. " suspended " tured, so that" their nrrivar meant more work for United~ States 
tariff? Ar.e the imp.o~;ts . :r::eany "negligible"?: In.point...of:fa.ct; wage earners. Nothing could be further from the fact, as an 
the .imports a~e to...-day, ahead o:fthe-Rep.ublic.an:,high-water mark. examination- of the -figures of the: Department· of Commerce will 
although doubtless. somewhat beli>w. what the. Democratic tariff show~ Take; for example;, the' imvorts of manufacture t?f 
w.ould. permit. to be. dumped upon. us..if..there.were.nq warr. [Ap- cotton-and. wool~ m .which the·district"which I repre ent_is,vitally 
pia use.] · interested: . 

Lt. is. undonbtedl~ true, I. ~:epeat; that tQ.e war.· has. somewhat 
se:r:ved1 to. neutr.aliz.e.: the , w.orst effeets- of" the Unde:cwood ta:J:iff... 
To tnat extent it; operates, indirectly as. a protective. tariff. Rut. 
it is1 by. nQ. mean& II:. tar.i.if .. wall., Tn. June, 1.915,. for. ex-ampie, our 
~or:t.s-. w.er.e: $Ul7,695.l4Q-Iarger. thaOJ those .. of any· June. tn 
QUE hilitony,. RepubliCan.. or Demo~ati.C..- war: or. peace. This. tlg 
ure is $26:000,000 more than the June, 1913, figure and.isAi7 peD 
<;.ent. in.. ex.ce " of. th mark. establlsh.ed ia the boom y;eav.· 1900. 
x.s we llave' seen, Octo.D.e.tt· l915; . imports w.ere. nu:ger than. for 
eith~ OctobeJ.", . una or. 1"91:4.. Novemb.er.,. 19.15, . iinpo.r.ts were 
~~;t6.9l tlle- Ia.t:g~t· or. thfr Hf. wm:. months, andi exceeded' blJ 
~ ~ afi: tba1 l.OJ Democra-ti'c' peaces munths;, 'llli&y ar-e· tfie 

! . to:months ending .July-

I 

. 19l31{Re-- 1 1914 (Dem- 1915 (Dem· 
( publican acratio peac ocratic war• 
i p~~~· 1 ~eriod} 1 periad). 

• ! 
:S~ l!atd!l.·-··~·~·-~.;.···--·· ... ··

1 
361 735~ 303 56, 7131 780 • 36,9781 608" 

v-alue •• ~·-····-··~·--·---------··· :: 16;712,274 ; 110,896,,575 ' 15,671,19& 
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This little table shows two interesting things: 
First. The first effect of the Underwood law was to increase 

the imports of cotton cloth by 54 per cent, or, in other words, to 
substitute in 10 months, for 20,000,000 yards of American-made 
goods 20,000,000 yards of foreign-made goods. Four million 
dollars more went across the ocean to pay for these goods; all 
this would have remained in the United States under a Republi
can tariff. 

Second. Though importations are said to be u dormant " be
cause of the war, we imported more yards of cotton cloth in 10 
war months than we did in the corresponding mouths under a . 
Republican tariff. 

The situation with reference to imports of manufactures of 
wool is briefly as follows : 

Wool manufactures. 
tieven months ending July-

1913 {Republlcan peace period)-------------------- $8, 870, 101 
1914 Democratic peace period)------------------- 29, 239, 27~ 
1915 Democratic war period)--------------------- 11, 240, 251 

It ~ill be here noted that-
First. For every dollar of wool manufactures that was im

ported under the Republican tariff, $3.30 was imported after the 
enactment of the Underwood law and before the war broke out. 

Second. Even since the "tariff wall," alleged by certain lead
ing Democrats to have resulted from the war, our imports of 
wool manufactures are about one-third larger than under the 
Republican tariff. 

United States Consul Ingram at Bradford, England, reported 
a ' large increase of January, 1914, textile reports. The Brad
ford correspondent of the Daily Trade Record said : 

If anyone had forecasted that in December of 1913 more dress goods 
would be sent from Bradford to the United States than in the 11 
months previous, very few people would have believed him. But the 
lower duties have had a wonderful inffuence on the West Riding trade. 
Dress goods to the value of £131,570 ($639,430) have been exported, 
compared with £131.071 ($637,005) for the first 11 months of 1913. 

A startling increase in worsted coatings on last January of over 500 
per cent has to be recorded. This shows that Yorkshire is going to 
clothe part of the American nation. 

It apparentJy can not be said with truth that the war-much 
less the Underwood tariff-operates to bar out completed manu
factures of the kind which competes most directly with our own 
workmen. 

If I were to attempt to summarize briefly the effect of the 
Underwood tariff, in peace and war, upon imports and revenues, 
I should say this: 

Fir t. During the months just before the war, but under the 
Underwood law, our imports were about $25,000~000 a month 
more than for the previous year under Republican rule, while 
our customs revenues were about $5,000,0()()-a month less. Ameri
can workmen were making fewer goods at the rate of $300,-
000,000 a year, and our customs were nevertheless decreasing at 
the rate of $60,000,000 a year. It is not difficult to account for 
the unemployment and industrial disaster which were rampant, 
{)1' to guess what would have happened in 1915 had not war in
tervened. 

Second. Since the war, imports have been, in general, a little 
more than in the last months of the Republican tariff. Revenues, 
·owing to the low ad valorem rates, have decreased enormously. 

Prosperity in the United States can, generally speaking, be 
promoted by keeping down to a reasonable figure the imports, 
or by increasing the exports, or both. The United States hap
pily is to-day enjoying a considerable measure of prosperity, 
conspicuously in contrast with the situation in the spring and 
summer of 1914. Why? Manifestly for two reasons: 

First. Because the war has checked the unconscionably 
large imports which were flooding the country during the six or 
eight months just preceding its outbreak, reducing them about . 
to the Republican level. 

Second. Because, as everybody knows, "war orders" have in
creased our exports almost beyond belief. 

With apparent lack of candor, Secretary Re_dfield seems to 
attempt to make the American people believe that our export 
trade is normal, healthy, .permanent business, attributable to 
the genius of the Democratic administration. He says: 

You who are told that the increase of exports which has turn~d the 
balance of trade in our favor is due to munitions of war are mistaken, 
if you believe that. 

We have seen that under the peace period of the Underwood 
tariff, our imports, for months at a time, were e~ceeding our 
exports; that is, the balance of trade was against us. 

To-day our exports are enormously exceeding our imports by 
from $150,000,000 to $200,000,000 per month. That is, the bal
ance of trade is heavily in our favor. 

Does anyone doubt that this unprecedented o'\Yerturn is 
ascribable to anything but ·war .orders? Of eourse not. Secre
tary Redfield knows it, but apparently seeks to pull the wool 

over 0111' eyes by limiting his statement to u munitions of war." 
We are, in part, feeding, clothing, and arming the armies of 
Europe, and whether you call our exports for this purpose 
"munitions of war" · or " war orders," it in no way alters the 
nature of onr h·ade. 

The following table sho.ws a few of the conspicuous increases 
in exports. Can anyone doubt t11eir eallSe? 

Articles expart.ed. 

~~~~~;~~-.-:::: :::::::::::::::: :::.:~: 
ii!rl~~~~:: ::~:: ::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Cotton, raw and manufactured ......... . 
Wool manufacture&.·- ................. . 

9 months ending September-

1913 1914 1915 
(RepubJi~an (Democratic (Democratic 
peace periQd). peaceperiod).l war period ). 

55,600,000 
1&.>,800,000 

3,800.000 
120' 200, ()()() 
323., 800' 000 

3,400,000 

$4,600,000 
172,800,000 

4,POO,OOO 
97, i{'.()1()()() 

276' 300' 000 
3,500,000 

$96,200,000 
-1.23, ~00, 000 
84,300,000 

19t,80Q,OOO 
378,400,000 
• 25,200,000 

1 2 mouths war. 

·Brass ant1 its manufactures, automobiles, chemicals nnd drugs 
rubber goods, iron and steel mannfncture.s, boots, shoes, leath.el', 
sugar, and zinc are the other aTticles which slww tremendouo;; 
increases. The explanation of each is, of course, patent. 

The following quotation from a Lowell paper of December .24 
last .shows more dearly tban any words of mine coulll show the 
nature and extent of our prosperity of to-day and the reasons 
for it. Eighteen months ago tilis concern was employing 600 
people; in a few months it will be employing over 8,000: 

The largest amount of money evel' paid out by a merca-ntile col'J)ora 
tlon in this city was distributed ·yesterday bv the United States ' 
Cartridge Co. when its employees received not o.nly their regular weekly 
wages but, in addition, the money in back pay due them as a result ot 
the finding of the State board of arbitration in the .recent hearing 
granted as an out(lome of the strlke. 

'l'he amount disbursed yesterday totaled $100,000 and was distributed 
among (1,400 employees. Of this sum $30,000 was the money due on 
back wages, in accor!lanr·e with the increase fixed by the State board 
to commence September 28. The balance represented the regular 
weekly pay ron of the company. 

Perhaps I can clo no better thon to quote the recent words o 
a distinguished Democrat of Massachusetts, Mr. E. F. Me 
Sweeney, chairman of the Uirectot:s of the port of Boston: 

The belief that our foreign trade has improved since the war is un 
justified. The great increase in the value of our exports is due wholly 
to the demand for supplies and material!'; used in warfare and has 
upset the i:ndustdal balance of the United States. At the present time 
we are sending out of this country to the warring nations of Europe 
munitions and accessories of war at the rate of $100,000,000 per month 
in excess of the nQrmal export before the war. This means that we 
have about 800,000 wage earners employed for a full year who at the 
close of the war will be the innocent victims of the gigantic readjust 
ment that must take place in industl'ial America. 

Our prosperity to-day carries great da-ngers with it. There ts no 
doubt that after the war there will be an extreme reaction, .and the 
longer the war las-ts the harsher and more severe this will be. 

Our trade balance for the -year ending June 30, 1915, in normal 
legitimate merchandise was smallE.>r than it has been since 1910 and 
almost $200,000,000 less than that of the year before the war. 

In September·Jast, in sending me a speech delivered by Ml· 
McSweeney, one of his associates wrote me as follows: 

The artiilclal stimulation to trade due to the export of war orders 
has given our wage (:arners an opportunity for employment, but this 
flurry has operated to obscure the vitally important question of the 
permanent extension of our export trade on a normal basis. It the 
WR.r sh-ould cease to-morrow, it is likely that the business of this 
country would be thrown into gr-eat disorganization, and wage earners 
especially would sufrer. 

Of the present trade balance of $1,000,000,000 in favor of the United 
States, over $700,000,000 are e:.!;ports solely for war p1,u:poses-ammu 
nitlon, horses, auto trucks, army shoes, toodstulfs, etc.-tl·ade which . 
will cease the instant the war comes to a close. This leaves a balance · 
of only S:JOO,OOO,OOO of exports of -what might be termed "regular 
merchandise," an E:>xport smaller than that of any year since 1909 
and almost $200,000,000 less than in the year before the war. 

Comparing the present year of eAports from the United States with 
that of the year before the war, we find we have e1.-po.rted only 32 
per cent as much agricultural implements, 52 per cent as much sewing 
machines, and 33 per cent as much steel rails. The most lamentable 
fact in connection with these figures is that we are losing as much. 1f 
not more, to the countries which are not at war as to thuse which 
have given up domestic pursuits to take up armed conflict. 

Last year's fig£Lres show that of our sewing-machine export trade the 
total in 1-915 was only 54 per cent of the 1914 figmes; that to South 
America but 20 per cent, and that to Africa, Asia., and the Pacific 
islands but 35 per cent of the corresponding previous year~ 

Our exports of the staple merchandise which we hope to sell under 
·.normal conditions after the war are smaller by a large percentage in 
'Praetically everything except war orders., and we are losing our e-xports 
trade much faster to the neutral countries than to the belligerent ones 

Doubtless we all are thankful that we are spared participation 
in the horrors of war ; doubtless we recognize that we are within 
our rigbts in seiling all we can to the belligerents, and that in 
so doing we are accorded a prosperity which would otherwise be 
denied us. And yet I doubt if any of us are very proud of this 
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bloo<l-soaked prosperity. The growth which has come to us is 
of a dropsical character; it is not a normal, healthy, permanent 
increase in bone and sinew. It wiJl leaYe us almost in an instant 
when tl1e war ends. . 

More than this as· even Secretary Redfield recognizes, when 
the war ends we 'shall be subjected to the bitterest competition 
in history from the countries of Europe which are now at war, 
but which, after pe~ce is declared, will at once go to. work, anJ 

· yet will be too poor to buy. They -will "dump" then· products 
upon us in unbelievable quantity. . . . . . 

How are we to protect ourselves ag:unst this rndustnal mYn
sion? In only one way-by a protectiYe tariff. In this con
nection an editorial from one of the leading Democratic news
papers of the cow1try (Boston Globe, N'ov. u, 1915) is of in
terest: 

WE Mt'ST PREPARE FOR IKDUSTRIAL INVASION AFTER EUROPE.iN WAR. 

American busineRs conditions will be more disturbed after t~e great 
war than during the conflict. At present the belli~erent natwns are 
absorbed in crushing eacb other. Now they are seekmg to buy all that 
we can sell, from shrapnel to shoestrings. With the coming of pence 
those nations will try to recuperate from their enormous losses by 
grabbing all the world trade they have lost. An industrial war, in 
which we will have the most to lose, and into which we shall be drawn, 
will follow the present crisis. Obviously we must prep~re to meet 
the coming struggle in the best way to safeguard Amen can mdustry. 

The commercial prosperity of this country will be attacked fi·om both 
flanks. We shall lose our munitions market. This will. mean m!lch 
readjustment of capital and labor. Factories now workmg overtime 
to supply war materials must be converted to other lines of .trade. 
How seriously this transition will affect American industry Will, of 
course, depend upon our skill and forethought. 

The other attack will come from the belligerent nations tbems('lves 
in their effort to recover lost trade. To-day their industries are being 
pauperized by cbild and female labor. Women have gone into industry 
to take the place of men who have gone to the front. Since many of 
the men who have gone to the front will never come back, many of 
the women who have gone into industry will never go bacl' to home l~fe. 

The men who do come back will be forced to seek almost any lnnd 
of work they can find to cover the difference between their pensions 
and a living wage. All this means pauperized industry. Low w.ages 
will enable those nations to produce cheap goods. Thts sudden reJuve
nation of production will create commercial rivalry between the new 
European producers and the American manufacturers, particularly the . 
.Americans who have gone into making goods that Europe produced 
before the wat·. -

The European nati(lns will seek ruthlessly to crush theil• American 
rivals since we shall be theil· principal opponents in their efforts to 
recover from the losses by war. Their method will be the most effective 
one possible. This method is "dumping." 

Dumping iq an economic expression used to define the industrial 
process of ruining a rival by selling goods in the rival's territory at 
prices so low that the rival can not meet them. 

Goods produced cheaply will be poured into the United States after 
the war to undersell .American-made goods produced in normal con
ditions. Our budding dye industry, for example, will be swamped 
under a flood of German chemicals, sold at prices below the cost of 
production here. 

The sudden renewal of peaceful industry in Europe will soon create a 
surplus of goods. ThPn will come the most dangerous form of dumping. 
Since it is obvious that the European manufacturers will be an::dous to 
maintain prices at home, where they have less competition, they will 
dump their surplus goods into Amelica at prices even below the cost of 
production in Europe. This will be killing two birds with one stone. It 
will be -getting rid of an embarrassing surplus which, if kept in Europe, 
would reduce prices there ; it will also be a crushing blow to American 
rivalt·y, which had growrr during the war. 

It is evident that we must be prepared to meet this competition. If 
we do nothing to stop this flood of European pauper goods our countrv 
v.rJll suffer one of its worst financial panics: Many . businesses will be 
ruined. Thousands of mP.n will be thrown out of work; the labor market 
will be drugged with hungry men; the soup kitchen; the bread line; 
scared capital; industrial chaos. 

It is time now, therefore. for us to prepare for the coming industrial 
war. It is a menace far more vital than actual war, over which we are 
f'O much concerned. For us it is a question of national defense arising 
out of a colossal international war, and it must be met with broad· 
minded statecraft and not by any party politics. · 

Obviously we must put up our defenses and place them in the bands 
of skilled business strategists. It is not a question that can be solved in 
congressional hearing rooms. 

Secretary of Commerce Redfield has a tentative plan to curb Europearr 
industries by an amendment to the antitrust laws, forbidding foreign 
corporations from doing business in this country unless they conform to 
our Sherman law. This mea.ns endless litigation, with no hope of a solu
tion until long after the crisis has passed, most of the damage done, 
American business invaded from coast to coast. 

The Sherman law causes enough tribulation in American business 
circles now without our seeking to apply it to the rest of the world. It 
will cause more confusion when, of all times, we shall want less. It 
would be just the method by which to aid the jealous European coun· 
tries to ruin our new prosperity. 

The question is too vital for confusing litigation. It is a question of 
national defense. Our Army could not repel an invasion by appealing 
to the Sherman antitrust law. We must not expect our industrial army 
to suffer this invasion. 

Our industrial defense ls our tariff. We must keep out pauper goods 
from war-sodden Europe. The problem is economic and complicated. 
We must have an industrial board of strategy to watch the situation, 
learn all its ramifications, ~nu close all gaps in our defenses. This board 
must be an e::..'])ert tariff commission. 

"Our industrial defense is our tariff." That tells the whole 
story. The -war sayed the Democratic Party for the moment; 
when peace comes nothing can save it from utter dissolution 
but the adoption of the protective-tariff principle. Some of its 
statesmen seem to recognize that this is tr!Je. 

For example, Senator LEwis, of Illinois, is quoted in the 
Louisville Courier-Journal of October 31, 1915, as having spoken 
in part as follows at a rally in 1\Iount Sterling, Ky.: 

No intelligent man would urge that the adoption of eith r of the past 
tariff systems-that of the unqualified high prohibition of any imports 
to this country, known as protective tariff of the Republicans, Ol' that 
other of no tariff beyond that for the purpose of raising revf'uue. of 
the Democrats--<:ould be appropriately applied as conserving the uses 
of the future and as fitting to the future welfare of America. 

To allow the manufactured article of Europe to come without limit 
to this countr·y as a Democratic theory, the goods to be sold at such 
price as Europe could take in order to obtain money to buil(l up her 
wasted places. would be to overcome our own manufactures ancl slay 
the pos;;ibility of establishing in America plants to take the place of 
those which heretofore in Europe served the uses of .America and the 
world. 

Still more recently, in a signed editorial published in the 
New York American of December 26, 1915, 'Villiam Rauuolph 
Hearst "earnestly urged the Democratic Party to abandon its 
f-ree-trade policy, a policy which had persistently prove<l n dis;
astrous failure, which hn<l continually plunge<] the countr~· into 
the depths of financial depression <luring Democratic adminis
trations, and which had invariably resulted in a <leficiency of 
revenue, which had to be met by extraordinary taxation or bonll 
issues." 

1\lr. Hearst says: 
Our :w-ca11ed war ·~axes, the bunlen of which ·was lately reimposecl 

upon the country by Congres , are, as a matter of fact, not war taxes at 
all. They are free-tracle taxes. 

ASSESSED TO t.UJET DEFICIT. 

They are the ta..\: additions which im·ariably follow Democratic ta1·iff 
re(luctions. 

They are direct assessments, levied upon the public to mert the 
deficit caused by the customary and conventional Democratic rxperi
ments in free tra1le. 

However destructive the ultimate effect of the European war 111a \' hr 
upon the foreig'n markets of this country, the immrrliate effect ol' thr 
war has undoubterlly been to increase the consumption and acce>ntnn te 
the demand in Europe fot a considerable number of our An'rl·icau 
products. -

GREAT ECROPEAX DEMAND. 

All sorts of food l'upplies and all sorts of manufactured articles r·e
quired by the gigantic European at·mies have been in unusual tlcmantl 
and at extraordinary prices. 

Amerir.a therefore has sold nn unusual amount of certain prorlucts 
at exceptionally high rates, with great commercial and financial ad-
vantage. . 

On the other hand. the scarcity of productive European laho1·. the 
demaurt~ of Europe for it~ own materials. the difficulties ancl •langers 
of transportation by . ea. ba.vl:' to a considerable extent. excludecl Euro
pean products from the United States. 

COUNTRY SAVED FROM DISASTER. 

The European war, therefor(', ancl the conditions which it ha.R cre
ated. should have brought unprecedented, even though impermanPnt, 
prosperity to the United States. and if the war bas failed to rlo this, 
because of the Demoe1·atic depression which it has bad . first to oyerrome, 
it has, at any rate. savecl the country from the full disaster of the 
Democratic policy of reckless tariff reduction. 

We have as yet, th~refore, fortunately felt but little of frcf'-trade 
disaster. and onl.v stwb free-trade depression as must follow conditions 
of businP.ss disturbance, combined with the daze of uncertainty and 
thP. rtrearl of impending injury. 

Soon, however. the European war must end. Then the full effect of 
the Democratic policy of unscientific tariff reduction will fall upon our 
country. 

ARTIFICIAL DEMAND TO EXD. 

WP will then no longer have the enormous artificial demantl for war 
supplies and food pt·oducts which has partly sustained our industries, 
or, rather, which has sustained part of our indusb·ies during this war 
period. 

We must then confront the nnhappy condition of having our marl{ets 
much more than evet· open to European competition, and our own prod
ucts much less than ever in demand in European markets. 

The present administration is no doubt well meaning enough, but it 
is impractical and ine.."q>erienced. 

It is an administration of theories and vagaries, of prejudicPs and 
impulses, of incongruities and inconsistencies. 

It is an administration of visionary policy conceived in yanlty and 
confirmed in fanatical obstinacy. Our national yield of golden fleece 
from wealth-producing industries will be diminished to a proportionate 
degree. Our national resources in products and profits, in work and 
wages, will be decreased to a similar extent. 

Not only individuals, but the Nation has felt a lack of income 
despite the artificial stimulus of war prices. 

Thus taxes have been Increased, although our ability to pay them 
is not as great as it once was. 

And the enrl is not yet. 
We have still to face the full and final results of Democratie folly 

and fatuity, which wlll svrely be upon us at the end of the European 
war. · 

Why then, should the Democratic Party, now reassembled in Con
gress, not take adva.ntage of the temporary respite which the war 

pr;th~vess~ould the Democrats in Congress, and in the administration, 
too if there be any there, not realize and admit that a tariff for 
rev~nue and for protection is ·not merely a Republican policy-it is an 

4~r~c:~ b~~~c~~proved by the American people, it bas been intlorsed 
by history, fortified by fact and sustained by experience. 

Two or three sentences of 1\Ir. Hearst's editorial are wor·thy of 
especial emphasis : 

Our so-called war taxes, the burden of whicb was lately reimposed 
upon the counb·y by Congress, are, as a matter of fact, not war taxes 
at all. They are free-trade taxes. 
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Th"v are the tux additions which invariably follow Democratic tariff 'Mr. ROGERS. 'Mr. Chairman, I should answer that ques~ 

rerk~~~~n:~wev~r. the European ·war must end. Then the full effect of tion in this way: I was rather indined to think some one 
the Democratic policy of unscientific tariff r~duction will fall upon would ask the question. The war broke out August 1, 1914. 
oo~~o~~~Ystill to face the full and final results of Democratic tolly For -seven months of 1914 the world was at peace. Probably 
and fatuity, which will surely be upon us at the end <>f the European for at)east a month or two thereafter, nam-ely, for the months 

· of August and September, no one would claim that there was 
wa,Vhv should the Democrats in Congress not realize and admit that any great fluctuation attributable to the war in the prices of 
a tariff for revenue and for protection is not merely a Republican the foodstuffs in this country. Certainly for seven-twelfths of 
policy-it iS an American policy? the year 1914 there was no war at all, and therefore no pos~ 

The country can not afford to have the Underwood tariff sible effect from it upon the prices of our foodstuffs. Yet, us 
operative for a single ·month after peace is declared. It was a I say, for 1914, taking the year as a whole, the index number 
failure and a scourge before the war; it is a failure and a was 146, as compared with 148, the index number for 1915. 
menace t~ay. I think myself that the European war has not bad · very much 

How did it fulfill the high hopes of its sponsors? effect upon the cost o.f. living in this country. It may be that 
President Wilson said in. his first address to Congress, April some gentlemen can not agree with me, but I have made some 

8, 191.3: . . study into that question, and that is my careful conclusion. 
The object of the tariff duties henceforth laid must be etrectlve Second. Dld the Underwood law disturb the business of the 

eompetition, the whetting of A.merfcan wits by contest with the wits country? This, again, is a matter of common knowledge a.nd 
of the rest of the world. · common sense. I will, however, quote an expert's summary 

Wl1en tbe Underwood bill was signed by him October 2• 1913• of business cOnditions in 1914, before war burst over Europe: . 
he said : . Let me summarize some of the features which marked our industrial 

I feel a very peculiar pleasure in what I have just done. I have condition during the · first year of the Underwood-Simmons law, fea
had the accomplishment of something like this at heart ever since I tures which President Wilson called " a state of mind." Among them 
was a boy. are 18,280 failures during the year 1914, the worst record in history 

Within a few weeks he is reported to have said to the Demo~ in number, and exceeded in amount of liabilities only by another 
fateful Democ~atic year, 1893. Bank clearings, a fair measure of the 

cratic national committeemen that the tariff was the only issue country's business, were nearly $20,000,000,000, or 11.1 per cent less 
that the Republican Party had. than they were in 1912, the last year of Republican administration. 

T"l7hile I do not admit the truth of this statement, I think Capital invested in new enterprises was less by over $600,000,000 in 
n 1914 than in 1913 and over $700,000,000 less than in 1912. Railroad 

few Republicans would hesitate to take up the gauntlet thus gross earnings _ declined 4.4 per cent; · iron production, 25.3 per cent; 
thrown down by the President. But the point I wish to empha- and copper deliveries, 15 per cent. Steel mills were reduced 40 per c!:'nt 
Size is that the Underwood law, with all its direful results, of capacity; 30 per cent <>f the looms of our woolen mills were tdle 

on December 1 ; and capital amounting to $41,000,000 in•ested in 
·wu.s no careless blunder;· it represents the considered, final cotton mills was unproductive. The importations of boots and shoes. 
judgment of the leaders of the Democratic Party. though still not alarmingly large in amount, have more than doul>led. 

h h d h f th b"ll · th Senate The importation of cotton cloths has increased 80 per cent. England's 
Senator Sn.n.rONS W 0 a C arge 0 e 1 10 e ' exports of woolens to the United States show the phenomenal incrr.ase 

said (1) that it w~uld prove adequate as a revenue producer to 8,219,000 yards in 1914, as compared with 2,190,000 in 1!ll!l, 
with nn estimated surplus of revenue at the close of the fiscal while in the case of worsteds England's shipments to the United States 

Year 1914 of $16,000,000 and at the close of the fiscal year 1915 were 32,790,000 yards, against only 9,218 ,000 in the preceding year. 
f The m<>st careful surveys showed that where there was one man unem

of $18,000,000, and (2) that it "will cut down the cost 0 ployed in 1913-14 there were two unemplo~d during the winter of 
living." 1914-15. Without exaggeration, It was conceded by those familiar 

1\fr. UNDERWOOD, in charge of the bill in the House, expressed with conditions that one out of every five bread winners was unem
ployed. This unemployment was concentrated in cities primarily, bot 

himself similarly: the small towns and villages also felt the shock and found it necessary 
'.rhis law will do four things: to organize relief measures. ~ 
First. It will reduce the cost of living in the United States. An official canvass in Philadelphia showed 200,000 men un<'mplo:vcd; 
Second. It will not disturb the business of the country. the house-to-bouse canvass of the Metropolitan Insurance Co. of Its 
Third. It will increase our foreign trade. policyholders in NPw York, thrifty people orillnarily, gave the basis for 
Fourth. It will collect revenue sufficient to run the G<>vernment. an estimate of 357,000 men and women out of work in the entire 

city. The laoor organizations In New York City e timate\1 that 
Let us take up these points in order. . 472,102 were either out of work or on part time. In Chicago jn Janu
First. Has the Underwood law reduced the cost of living? ary the municipal markets commission estimated 189,8£16 out of work. 

Both l\Ir. UNDERWOOD and Speaker CLARK emphatically pre~ A Cleveland survey in December showed 61,000 unemployed. The city 
dieted it would. Every householder can answer this question ~~~~~1~:d f75~J~delphla estimated that Philadelphia's unemployed 

for himself. f 
The Democratic Party realized the importance of the problem. Third. Has the Underwood law increased our oreig-n tr:H1c, 

as rts author predicted it would? 
Its 1912 platform says: Prior to the war the total volume of foreign trade-imports 

The high cost of living is a serious problem in every American home; d t b" ed 1 1 f th 1 
and we assert that no substantial relief can be secured for the people an expor S com 1D -was near Y as urge as or e correspom.~ 
until import duties on the ·necessaries of life are materially reduced. ing months under a Republican tariff. But, as 1\·e llnve seen. 

Over 70 per cent of our imports now enter duty free. ';['he imports-made by European workmen--were vastly larger, an<l 
average rate of duty is only 10 per cent. · Nevertheless, where exports-made by American workmen-were smalle:- in aboat 
is the cost of living to~day? Common sense gives a complete the same amount. The American workman was, therefore. 
answer, and scientifically assembled figures are at hand to getting the short end in each respect. The "total-volmne" 
corroborate common sense. In the New York Times Annalist basis of comparison is grossly misleading and utterly worthless 
appears weekly a "cost~of~living" index number. under these circumstances. Since the ·war om· exports have 

An index number 1s a means of showing fluctuations in the average increased greatly, as we have seen, and our total volume of 
price of a group of commodities. The Annalist index number shows trade with them. But, as l\.Ir. ·l\IcSweeney points out, this is in 
the fluctuations in the average wholesale price of 25 food commodities no way attributable to the Underwood law. 
selected and arranged to represent a theoretical family's food budget. Fourth. Has the Underwood law collected sufficient revenue 

For 1910 the index number was 137. · to run the Government, as its author promised? 
For 1911 the index number was 130.8. I have already dealt somewhat with· this topic, but a com-
For 1912 the index number was 142.9. plete answer involves study into the history of our Treasury 
For 1913 the index number was 139.98. during the past two or three years. 
For 1914 the index number was 146.07. At the outset, it may be stated that the majority members of 
For 1915 the index number was 148.05. the Committee on Ways and Means, in their recent report recom~ 
In other words, the household supplies which are in daily mending the extension of the "war tax," themselves admit the 

use upon the table of the average family and which cost · in present dire straits of tbe Trea.sUl'y. President 'Vilson, in his 
1911, a Republican year, $1.31, cost last year, a Democratic address to Congress of August 4, 1914, when first recommending 
yenr, $1.48. Wus this increase due to the war? In 1914, a the war tax, and again in his annual address delivered to the 
Democratic year, dUl'ing more than one-half of which peace Congress last month, recognizes the gravity of the situation. 
reigned, the figure was but 2 cents less-$1.46. These figures Commenting on these statements, the minority members of 
for 1914 and 1915, as compared wit:O. the Republican year 1911, the Ways and 1\Ieans Committee point out: 
represent percentages of increase, respectively, of 11.5 per cent we, the minority members of the Ways and Means Committee, agree 
and 13 per cent. with the majority that the Treasury of the United States is in a dls-

1\f.r. SMITH of New York. Will the o-entleman yield? tressing condition, and that additional r_evenues must be raised to meet 
. o the current expenses of the Government. We deny the statement of 

· Mr. ROGERS. I Will. . . . . the majority that the- necessity for an emergency revenue law is due 
Mr. SMITH of New York. In V1ew of the artificial m.crease I mainly to conditions resulting from the war in Europe, and we assert 

in trade the gentleman would hardly argue that the Underwood that the deficit is due mainly to reduced rates of duty on imports 
· ' h d f ir h ,..-4' ti th t · th provided for .in the Underwood Tariff Act. ta~lil" law has. a a a c ance v.~; opera on or a ese 0n september 4, 1914, when the President of the United States 

pr1ces are due many way to the Underwood law? delivered his message to Congr~ss urgin_g the immediate enactment of 
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additional revenue legislation, be compared customs receipts for the 
month of Angust, 1913, when the Payne Tariff Act was in effect, with 
the month of August, 1914, when the Underwood Tariff Act was in 
effect, and showed a loss in customs receipts of some $10,000,000. How
ever, during the eight months preceding the war in Europe customs 
receipts averaged but $22,200,000 per month, while the month of 
August, 1913, produced $30,934,952. The loss in customs receipts was, 
therefore, very evident prior to the war in Europe. 

Contrary to the impression conveyed by the majority r2port, im
ports at this time are not below normal. Imports for the eight months 
ended November 1, 1915, amount to $1,203,4!'2,698, an increase of 
$56,000,000 over the corresponding eight months of 1913, when ade
quate customs receipts were being collected by the Government. In 
the table presented by the majority imports for the recent months are 
ignored completely. During this eight-month period, showing an in· 
crease of imports of. $56,000,000, the customs revenue receipts have de
clined to thl" extent of $77,000,000. The average ad valorem rate of 
duty collected on imports during the 1913 period was 18.4 per cent, and 
during the 1915 period it was 11.1 per cent. · This is due to the change 
in revenue laws and not the war in Europe. It is interesting and 
instructive to compare importations and customs receipts for the 
month of August, 1913 (the month on whlch the President based Ws 
calculations showing the necessity of additional revenue), with the 
month of August, 1915. 
Imports, August, 1913 ___________ _: ___________________ $137, 651, 553 
Imports, August, 1915 ___________________ .:____________ 141, 804, 202 

Gain In imports------------------------------ 4, 152, 649 

Customs receipts, August, 1913----------------------- 30, 934, 952 
CuStoms receipts, August, 1915----------------------- 15, 780, ~40 

Loss in revenue______________________________ 15,154,412 

l\Iuch of what is here quoted I have already discussed at 
length, but the statement is so clear and pertinent that I think 
it is worth including by way of summary. 

But what are the facts as to the state of the Treasury? In 
the financial analysis issued daily by the Secretary of the 
Treasury appears an item, "Net balance in the general fund." 
This shows the cash on hand which Uncle Sam can use to pay 
his bills for supplies, employees, and so forth. It corresponds 
roughly with the checking account of an individual or a corpo
ration: 
July 1. 1914, the first day of. the fiscal year, 1915, the 

net balance was-------------------------------~-- $145,835,502 
June 1, 1915, it was________________________________ 14,000,000 

(A loss of over $l!lO,OuO,OOO in 11 months, or about 
$12,000.000 a month.) 
June 30. 1915, owing to income-tax collections, it had 

risen to_________________________________________ 82,025,716 
September 30, 1915, it had shrunk to_________________ 40, 898, 894 

(A loss of about $14,000,000 per month, although, as 
we have seen, our imports were in excess of. 1913 im-
ports.) 

The press was full of warning articles, calling attention to 
the gravity of the finnncial danger. These warnings appar
ently got " under the skin " of Secretary McAdoo and " some
thing happened" in the Treasury that memorable night of 
September 30, 1915. The time-honored method of showing our 
financial status was abandoned, and. the statement of October 
1, 1915, to the unbounded surprise of all of us who were 
watching with alarm our rapidly shrinking surplus, showed a 
balance of $128,063,000. In other words, if the figures were to 
be believed, we had "made" $87,000,000 overnight. Were we 
really richer by that or by any other amount? Not at all. The 
change was in bookkeeping; it was psychological, that is all. 
There was not an additional dollar in the T.reasury. 

How was this change wrought? By two alterations in the 
old method: 

First. Funds turned over by the Treasury to _the various 
disbursing officers of the Government and made available for 
payment by them of specific Government debts have always, 
and rightly, been treated as actual payments. They are no 
longer of any use to the Government, any more than the 
amount is to us which is represented by a check which we have 
drawn and sent to the payee. Secretary McAdoo in his state
ment of October 1 calmly treats these amounts as still assets 
of the Treasury. He thus captures a neat little item of over 
$61,000,000 and adds it to his " balance." • 

Second. Money· paid in by national banks to retire their bank 
notes has always been treated as a liability. It is deposited 
for one specific purpose, and can not be applied to any other; 
:Yet Secretary McAdoo removes this fund, amounting to over 
$23,000,000, from the · liability side of this account and adds 
that also to his "balance." 

I do not charge that Secretary McAdoo was dishonest in 
apparently adding $87,000,000 to the Treasury by a stroke of 
the pen. The true :figures can still be deduced by careful 
scrutiny from the statements in their present form. But I do 
charge that the changes were made, not for financial reasons 
but for political reasons. On December 17 last the able chair
man of . the Committee on Banking and Currency, Mr. GLAss, 
made an elaborate defense of Secretary McAdoo's course: Yet 
be admitted that as to the second change above referred to-

1 venture to think that trust funds should not be counted as available 
Treasury f11Dds-

And as to the first change, that-
Should anybody ask a layman's opinion as to the proper place of 

thls account on the ledger, I would be disposed to 10ay that it should 
be segregated in the accounting as well as m fact. . . 

And the expert whom he quotes in defense of the Secretary 
concludes by saying: 

When all has been said that can be saJd, it remains true nevertheless 
that these repeated changes by one administration after an·other in 
the form. and character of the debt and Treasury statements are dis
turbing and highly objectionable, if for no other reason that they 
render diJ;ficult comparisons with the past on an identical basis. The 
lesson which the experience teaches would seem to be that the charac
ter and contents of these statement!! ought to be prescribed by law so 
ns to re~cler it impossible for each new head of the Treasury Depart-

i
mtent to rmpose on the form of the statement his own ideas as to what 

should be. 

Secretary :McAdoo's formal announcement gives as the reason 
for the changes that they are in order to make the statements 
" more intelligible and clearer to the public." I think that 
even the most ardent admii·er of the Secretary would scarcely 
claim th?t, ?J-ade as they were made ancl when they were made, 
they wei e either calculated to serve, or did serve this laudable 
purpose. . ' 

What has been the course of this infl.Rted balance during the 
~ast three and a half months? From $128,000,000 on October 1 
~t was $100,541,000 on January 16 last-a loss of $28,000,000 
m three and a half months, or at the rate of $8,000,000 a month. 
If the two disputed items-aggregating $83,000,00D-were re
moved from the balance shown in the January 16 statement, 
there would remain as om· true " net balance" but about 
$17,000,000, as com~ared with the figure of $145,000,000 on July 
1, 1914. Not all th1s $17,000,000 is regarded as "available" in 
t~e sense that it can be readily used to pay our bills. Small 
sliver and other fractional currency and bullion have always 
been deducted in determining our available balance. These 
amounted, on January 16, to $27,000,000. So far a:::: avail
able funds went we bad, with nearly six months of the fiscal 
year yet to run, an actual deficit in the Treasnr.r of $10,000,000. 

A recent statement of Harvey S. Chase, certified public ac
countant, wbo has in the past been emplo.refl as an expf'rt by 
Secretary McAdoo, may be of interest in this connediou. al
though dealing with a date last October when conditions were 
materially better than on January 16: ' 

On August 4, 1913, the "free available balance" in the T1·easury 
office and in bank~ was $.106,793,u71.44. This I know to be coi'J'Pct, 
as _J was at work m the Unlted States Treasury at that time, :m«l tbe 
form of statt>.ment from July 1, 1913, to August 4, and for somp time 
later;, ":~s prepared. under my pprsonal supervision. "Subsidiary silver 
coin, silver bullion," and "minor coin " were not included in the 
balance of one hundred and six millions. as stated above. I have 
compared the s_!a~ement of Aug-n<;t 4, 1913, with the statenwnt of 
October 23, 191o. m whtcb $30,472,159.60 of "subsidiary silver coin " 
"S!lver builion," and "minor coin" are included In the balanc'e. 
Thts amount should properly be deductNl from the stated baJan rf' 

On August 4, 1913, disbursing officers' balances, amounting to 
$69.817.050.50, were includPrl among the· liabUities and the "nat"ional 
bank-notes redemption fund " was also included as a liability. It then 
amounted to $20,760.883.50. Both these amounts were incluue«l as 
liabilitil"s at that time and thP.Y have been so included up to October 1, 
1915, w~ereas on October 23, 1915. they are excluded, thereby inflating 
the stated balance. 

I therefore certify that if the Daily statement of the United States 
Treasury of October 23. 1915. had been made up on the same basil:; 
as that of August 4. 1913. the av!l.ilable balance in the 'l'reasury would 
now be exhibited as $3,517,027.21. 

The statement of January 16 shows that the · deficit for the 
sL"\: months of the present :fiscal year already amounts to over 
$60,000,000. Yet we have had an income tax-estimated by its 
authors to yield $82,000,00D-in fact, yielding the urst year 
$28,000,000; a war tax, yielding about $80,000,000 a year; 
and large im11orts capable of yielding a fair percentage in 
customs. We have not even embarked upon our program of 
national defense, so the deficit can not be charged to the "pt·e- -
paredness " movement. . 

Nevertheless our Treasury is in a bad way-practically bank
rupt, indeed, as we have seen. It is a few dollars ahead of zero 
one day, a few dollars behind zero the next. Can it be said 
that 1\Ir. UNDERWOOD's promise that his law would yield ample 
revenue has been realized? . 

But · it is important to know why the virtual bankruptcy ha!f 
come about. There are two. ways by which a party can play 
ducks ~nd drakes with the finances of the country : First, by 
decreasmg the revenues, and second, by rolling up the expenses. 

·We have seen, perhaps at sufficient length, just how and to 
what extent the Democratic tariff has reduced revenues in 
spite 9f the fact that imports were, during the war, of about 
normal Republican volume. · . 

But how about our expenditures? The Democratic Party 
came into power on a platform pledging it to strict economy. 
Yet the Congress which died-unwept, unhonored, ·and unsung
last March appropriated $177,000,000 more than any Republican 
Congress in history, This is ancient history. I do not care 
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to spend much time on it. i should, however, like to quote 
the words of that able Democrat, the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations [Mr. FITZGERALD]: 
[CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 63d Cong., 2d sess., pp. 6553-6554, Apr. 10, 

- 1914.] 
In a few months I shall be called upon in the discharge of my offi

cial duties to review the record that this Democratic Honse shall have 
made in its authorization of the expenditure of - the public moneys. 
Whenever I think of the horrible mess that I shall be called upon to 
present to the country on behalf of the Democratic Party I am tempted 
to quit my place. 

If I placed my political fortunes above my sworn duty under the 
law, I would not attempt to carry out the promises of the Democratic 
platform, but I should place myself at the bead of this band of Treas-
urv looters upon every occasion. · 
• They have unnecessarily piled up the public expenditures until the 
Democratic Party is becoming the laughing stock of the country. 

And also the forceful statement of his colleague on that com
mittee [Mr. SISSON] : 
[CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 63d Cong., 2d sess., pp. 620!)-6210, Apr. 3, 

1914.] 
We are writing ourselves down in the history of the country as being 

the most outrageously and the most criminally extravagant Congress 
that ever sat on the American Continent. I said this in a speech 
before, in l~e last session, and when I made that speech Members of 
the Demo~.::ratic House came to me and asked me not to put it in 
the RECORD, because it would be used by the Republicans in their cam
paign book. Let them use it. • • • You may use that statement 
now, gentlemen, because when Democrats get to be so violently ex
travagant that it ·makes our record look bad as compared to the very 
wicked record of the Republicans I must apologize to you Republicans 
for having ever used the words "criminally extravagant" in criti
cizing the appropriations that you made, for if that expression, " crimi
nally exti·avagant" was proper to apply to you, my God, the English 
language has never found an adjective strong enough to apply to 
Democratic extravagance. · 

It is, then, because of the combination of reduced revenue, 
as a result of the application of low-tariff theories, and grossly 
inflated expenditures that the Treasury finds itself in the worst 
financial plight since the Civil ·war. 

Extraordinary taxes will be levied, no doubt, more and more, 
to meet . the legitimate increases of Army and Navy. Sound 
financing of the program would require simply the elimination 
of all useless extravagances and the resumption of a fair duty 
on imports. If we do these two things, we need not continue 
our vexatious . war tax, and yet we shall have ample funds to 
put into effect any reasonable preparedness program. 

What do the estimates furnished at the convening of this 
Congress indicate as to the expenditure policy of. the adminis
tration for the ensuing fiscal year? The Army and Navy esti
mates naturally and properly show a very ·large increase over 
Jast year's corresponding estimates. With this I have no fault 
to find. But the striking and saddening featm·e of the situa
tion is that the estimate of every department of the Govern
ment shows a decided increase over that submitted to Congress 
in December, 1914, in spite of the fact that those estimates were 
at the time the largest in our history. The administration thus 
indicates, by recommending increases aggregating some $45,-
000,000 outside the preparedness items, no disposition what
ever to cm·tail the ordinary " household " expenses of the 
Government, but, on the contrary, an apparent determination to 
plunge us still deeper into the financial quagmire. With a bank
rupt Treasury, with customs revenues averaging only 10 per 
cent on imports, the Democratic Party shows no intention, no 
desire even, "to cut the garment to the cloth," but, instead, is 
determined to rush headlong into wilder and more desperate 
extravagances. 

I am proud to number among my most valued friends very 
many members of the Democratic Party both within and without 
the House of Representatives. I acc01·d to them the highest 
virtue, sincerity, and patriotism; nevertheless, I believe that 
certain of their economic doctrines are fundamentally mistaken 
and pregnant with danger for the Nation. In saying this I think 
I am not blinded by partisan bias ; indeed, I am not stating my 
belief as strongly as do certain eminent Democrats holding high 
public office, some of whom I have already quoted in the course 
of my remarks. Let me quote from another and very recent 
speech of a distinguished and patriotic Democrat, Senator NEw· 
LANDS, of Nevada. :Mucll of what I have said to-day might be 
regarded as almost a paraphrase of his remarks. Speaking in 
the Senate on January 11 (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, p. 921) he 
said, in part : 

Since the commencement of the Civil War, a period of 65 years, the 
Democratic Party bas been in power nationally only 11 years, and of 
that period only-4 years consecutively, in every instance losing power as 
the result of the fear or the resentment of the business classes with 
their accompanying conditions of unemployment, which made most 
potent with the workingman "the full-dinner-pail" argument and 
caused them to reluctantly yield to the persuasion and coercion of our 
opponents. 

We were in similar danger at the congressional election of 1914, a 
danger only avert::d by the European war. . . . . ~ ~ ~ 

The realization that similar prudence would keep us out of European 
complications saved the Democratic Party at the last election from the 
defeat whlch would have surely come as the result of the general pros
trati~n of busin.ess, popul!rly attrib~ted to ou~ economic.legislatio~. 

An industrial and commercial depression has been experienced and 
bas been coterminous with Democratic control of legislation. It would not 
do to charge this to the European war, first, because that war, though 
injurious to our production and trade in its inception, has since become a 
stimulant to production and export, and, second, because the commence· 
ment of this depression antedates the European war and was contem
poraneous with our legislation regarding the tariff, banking, and trade. 

The recent elections indicate that we will be in similar danger at 
the coming presidential election, unless the European war continues, and 
makes the President's sagacious and firm handling of our foreign afi'airs 
the overshadowing i.ssne. But if that war soon comes to a close, and 
the manufacture of munitions ends, and added to this source of unem
ployment our markets now protected by the war from invasion are 
overwhelmed by the cheap products of the nations just emerging from 
war and eager to get back their gold, we may have not only an ag
gravated industri.al depression to meet, but a financial condition fruitful 
of paralyzing caution. Such conditions may make the election turn not 
upon our foreign policy but upon domestic economic conditions, and the 
" ful~dinner-pall " argnm~nt may a~ain be potential. • • 

It is safe to say that the manufacturing, the banking, a~d the large 
corporate interests are hostile to the Democratic Party, and that their 
employees are also preparing to throw their weight against it simply 
because its administration has not brought good times, but on the con
trary has, in their judgment, brought bad times. • • • • • • • 

Regarding the tariff my general view was .that the reduction on 
dutiable artides from an average of over 42 per cent to an average of 
less than 25 ger cent was too great, taking away possibly the entire 
mar~n of pro t and even .more. • • • • 

The effect of the tariff legislation was what I feared it would be. 
• • • • • • • 

· While I accept my full share of responsibility for the tariff bill, which I 
with apprehension of immediate ill effect voted for, candor will not per
-mit me to assert, as many of its supporters do, that world-wide causes 
were at the bottom of the general contraction of production following its 
agitation and passage. It is an indisputable fact that the paralysis 
came before the European war was inaugurated, and that its causes were 
mainly domestic. _ 

Upon all the evidence, therefore, I am convinced that the rule 
of the Democratic Party in national affairs is disastrous to the 
country as a whole, and especially disastrous to a State like 
Massachusetts, "·hich, in part, I have . t11e honor to represent 
on this floor. I base this assertion upon two broad grounds : 

First. Because its tariff policy is suicidal for any industrial 
population. Take the actual words of the Democratic plntform 
of 1912: -

We declare it to be a fundamental principle of the Democratic Party 
tha.t the Federal Government, under the Constitution, has no right or 
power to impose or collect tariff duties except for the purpose of 
revenue. 

In other words, its historic economic theory, again promul
gated in 1912, is that revenue, and not reasonable protection, 
should be the keynote of tariff making; that the European manu
facturer should be actually encouraged to send to our markets 
the products of his mills and factories. Let me show by two 
recent illustrations what I mean. Secretary Redfield, as head 
of the Department of Commerce, is charged with t;he supervision 
of our foreign and domestic trade policy. In an official .bulletin, 
sent out Jast autumn under the Government frank to practically 
every. important newspaper in the Un,ited States, he says: 

The Swiss legation at Washington has advices from Berne that 
manufacturers in Switzerland are an.xious to supply the Christmas toy 
trade of the United States, and the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic 
Commerce, of the Department of Commerce, has undertaken to assist in 
having orders placed. Some Swiss firms alone have produced h-undreds 
of new models in wood and 1)asteboard and more are being added daily. 
A few of these samples which have reached Washington are skillfully 
executed lithograph .soldiers of all the belligerent nations for the con
struction of little armies by American children. 

Toy making is a considerable and a growing industry in the 
United States. The last census gives us the following statis
tics concerning it: 

Toys and games. 
[Census of 1909.] 

Number of establishments ......•......•.•.••...•...•.. 

6~~~~~~~~:~ ...... :::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Total expenses ......................••. · ........•...... 
Wages ................................................ . 
Value of product ......... -.. -........................• 
Value added by manufacturing ....................... . 

Massachu
setts. 

1& 
1,143 

$1,103,596 
$1,564,503 

$446,792 
11,750,739 

$892,165 

United 
States. 

226 
5,305 

. ... Sil; 264;i35 
S4, 709,897 

New York, Massachusetts, and Pennsylvania are the leading States 
in the industry, dividing over one-half the total production. 

'Vhile, of course, not one of our great industries, it gives em· 
ployment already to over 5,000 ~nen. It requires no great ex
perience, technical knowledge, or capital to make Teddy bears, 
rag dolls, or games. The industry is capable of being made 
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one of the most productive and de.'3irable in the country. Yet, 
in anticipation of the Christmas season, Secretary Redfield 
deliberately and officially states that the Swiss manufacturers- · 
quite naturally-are "anxious to supply the Christmas toy 
trade of the United States," and that, in view of this, his de
partment "has undertaken to assist in having orders placed." 
Can you imagine this occurrence under a Republican administra~ 
tion? And if you can, can you conceive that a Republican Sec
retary would boast of it? The Republican view is that our home 
industries should be protected, if they need such protection, and 
to the extent of their need, against foreign manufacturers, 
whether in Switzerland, Germany, Great Britain, China, or 
Japan. 

Take another brilliant · bit of advertising by Secretary Red
field. In Commerce Reports dated November 4, 1915, it is said, 
presumably with his approval = 

Two visitors from Russia have nearly completed the organization of 
a cooperative sales agency for promoting Russian interests. Theil: 
efforts were materially assisted by the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic 
Commerce. 

Here it is "Ru sian interests" Secretary Redfield bas" mate~ 
rinlly assisted," but the principle is the same as in the Swiss 
case. I submit that it is not a safe or sound policy for the 
American people. 

Second. Democratic rule in national affairs is bad for an in
dustrial State like Massachusetts, because _the Democracy in 
Congress is dominated by the South and -because the point of 
view of its leaders seems antagonistic to the even reasonable 
welfare of a manufacturing and mercantile population. I do 
not make this statement lightly or in any desire to stir up sec
tional di afEection. I make it on the authority of public utter
ances of the les.ders themselves. By way of illustration, let me 
quote the familiar threat of the present majority leader, the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KITCHIN] : 

[CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 62d Cong., vol. 47, pt. 1, p. 279.] 
We in the South intend to make the New England mills eome down 

and put their mills there or else go out of business. [Applause.] 
And also the more recent and very enlightening remark by 

:Mr. KITCHIN's unsucce sful rival for the majority leadership, 
· the geutleman from Texas [l\Ir. GARNER], who is so influential 

on the Ways and l\feans Committee: 
[Quoted from Boston Herald.] 

We Democrats are in charge of the Honse, and I'll tell yon right now 
every time one of those Yankees gets a ham I'm going to do my best to 
get a hog. 

Doubtless we should all agree that it is desirable and whole
some to have two stro.ng and fairly evenly balanced political 
parties in national affairs, each vigilant to protect the country 
as a whole from the mistakes or excesses of the other and each 
entirely national and nonsectional in scope and attitude. It is 
unfortunate that throughout the southern section of the country 
there is really no minority party, and that the Democratic Party 
reigns supreme. This situation tends to give rise to the point 
of view which I have just illustrated by quotations from two 
southern Democratic. leaders. It is further illustrated by a 
statement of the present Attorney General of the United States, 
T. W. Gregory, of Texas = 

The brutality and senselessness of the great wrong of reconstruction 
can not be forgiven or forgotten. It welded every element of the South 
into eternal opposition to a political party ; it made adherence to that 
pa rty moral, social, and political treason; it made it impossible for us 
to divide on any issues of expediency, or ev.en of dght and wrong; and, 
to sum it all up, it made it impossible for a southern born and bred 
man to vote the Republican ticket and go home and face his wife and 
children. 

I have made a much longer speech than I had intended. Per
haps it could all have been said in a sentence. Again I quote 
from an eminent Democratic source, Senator JoHN SHARP Wrr.· 
LIAMS, of Mississippi, the former leader of his party in this body : 
[CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, 63d Cong., 2d sess., p. 6381, Apr. 8, 1914.] 

The poor, dear, old foolish Democratic Party is going through the 
same game that she can be generally trusted to go through with soon 
after she gets into power. 

That is the Democratic Party; that is its history; that is what led 
old Tom Reed to say in 1894 and 1895 : 

"Yon can not last long, because yon are not accustom'ed to govern
ing anybody or anything; yon can not govern the country; yon can not 
even govern yourselves ; you are incomnetent." 
. [Applause.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unan
imous consent to extend my remarks in the REcoRD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania 1 [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

l\1r. FLOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the Clerk to read the 
bill under the five-minute rule. 

The bill was rend. 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 
That the appointment of the nine delegates by the Secretary of th~ 

Treasury to represent the United States in the proceedings of the Inter
!lationa~ High Commission to be held in Buenos Aires, Argentina, dnr
mg the year 1916, in accordance with the action of the First Pan 
American Financial Conference, held .in Washington during the year 
1915, pursuant to the provisions of an act of Congress approved l\Iarch 
4, 1915, entitled "An act making appropriations for the Diplomatic and 
Consular Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916," be, and the 
same is hereby, approved and confirmed ; such delegates shall be known 
as the United States section of the International High Commission and 
shall cooperate with other sections of the commission in taking action 
upon the recommendations of the First Pan American Financial Con
ference; and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to fill any 
vacancies that may occur in the United States section of said inter-
national C<lmmission. -

1\fr. FLOOD. l\fr. Chairman, 1 desire to offer an amendment 
to the amendment: Strike out the words " Secretary of the 
Treasury " and insert the word " President " in line 17, page 2, 
of the committee amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, line 17, amend the committee amendment by striking out the 

words " Secretary of the Treasury " and insert in lieu thereof the word 
" President." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
:Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 

now rise and report the bill as amended to the House with the 
recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and that the 
bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. Ru ssELL of Missouri, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re~ 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 8235, and had directed ;him to report the same with sundry 
amendments, with the recommendation that the amendments be 
agreed to and that t11e bill as amended clo pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is there a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment? If not, the Chair will put them in gross. 

The question was taken, ancl the amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and react a 

third time, was read the third time, and passed. · 
On motion of Mr. FLOoD, a niotion to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
IMPEACHMENT OF H. SNOWDEN MABSHALL. 

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker; I de ire to offer the following 
privileged rt>.solution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina offers 
a privileged resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read ·as follows= 
Honse resolution 110. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary in continuing their 
consideration of House resolution 90 be authorized and empow~red to 
send for persons and papers, to subpcena witnesses, to administer oaths 
to such witnesses, and take their testimony. 

The said committee is also authorized to apooint a subcommittee to 
act for and on behalf of the whole committee wherever it may be deemed 
advisable to take testimony for said committee . . In case such subcom
mittee is appointed it shall have the same powers in respe<'t to obtaining 
testimony as are herein given to the Committee on the Judiciary, with 
a sergeant at arms, by himself or deputy, who shall attend the sittings 
of such subcommittee and serve the process of same. · 

In case the Committee on 'the Judiciary or a subcommittee thereof 
deems it necessary it may employ such clerks and stenograph~rs a,; 
are required to carry out the authority given in this r olution, awl 
the expenses so incurred shall be paid out of the contingent fund oe 
the Honse. · · 

The Speaker of the Honse of Repr.esentatives shall have authority to 
sign, and the Clerk thereof to attest, subpcenas for witnes ·e ·, an<l the 
Sergeant at Arms or a deputy shall serve them. 

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker--
Mr. GARRETT . . Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. Foi· what purpose does the gentleman from 

Tennessee rise? 
Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I would not wish this resolu

tion to go through as a privileged resolution. I am in favor 
of the resolution, but I Co not desire it to go through as privi
leged, and I suggest to the gentleman that he ask .unanimous 
consent. 

Mr . . WEBB. If the Speaker does not thinl: it is privileged, 
of course, I will ask unanimous consent for its present col,l
sideration. 

Mr. GARRETT. I am not even making a point of ordet·, 
but merely suggesting this to the gentleman from North Caro
lina. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the' reso
lution just- read. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 
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1\lr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the House that 

the Committee on the Judiciary has had under consideration 
Hou e re olution No. 90, which was referred to that committee 
probably some 10 days ago. The committee has not come to 
any conclusion yet on the resolution, but feels that it should 
ask the Hou. e for the authority to subprena some witnesses 
1Jefore it that might throw some light upon the charges made. 
The resolution was unanimously adopted by the Committee on 
the Judiciary to-day, and I trust that it may pass and that the 
committee may ·ecure the authority, 'Yhich it will immediately 
exercise. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu
tion. 

The question wa s taken, anu the resolution was agreed to. 
ADDITIO AL PAGE. 

~fr. HUUPHREYS of l\Iis issippi. 1\(r. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent for the pre ent consideration of the resolution 
which I seod to the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from ::.\lississippi [1\lr. 
Hl7lfPHREYS] asks unanimous consent for the present consid
eration of the resolution which tne Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
House resolution 111. 

Ec.~ol z;ed, Tllat the· Doorkeeper be, ancl be is hereby, authorized anu 
clirected to appoint an additional page for the remainder of the present 
Ression, to he paid for out of the contingent fund of the House, at a 
salary of $75 per month. 

l\fr. 1\lAN:X. Reserving the right to olJject, will the gentleman 
explain what is intended by tllis? 

~fr. HUlUPHREYS of l\1ississippi. The purpose of this reso
lution i thi. : One of our colleagues, ns we know, suffers under 
the terrible misfortune of being blind, an<l it is the purpose of 
this re olution to create till additional page, who will be 
nssigned to llim to go with him to and from his office and about 
the Capitol here, in order to aiel him in attending to his public 
duties. There are not sufficient pages on the roll now to have 
one of them detailed for his exclusive use, and this resolution 
is intended to serve that particular purpose. 

Mr. 1\IAl\~. If the gentleman will permit, when the session 
commenced I a~ked the Doorkeeper to furnish a page to the 
gentleman from l\linne!':ota [l\Ir. ScHALT.] in the House when
ever it was desired, and that has been done. But it does not 
an ·wer the nece. sity. I quite agree with the gentleman from 
l\Hssis. ippi that it would 1Je very proper for the House to pro
vide the a'dditjonal page for the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [Aftel' a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion. · 

The question \Vas taken, and the resolution wns agreed to. 
l\Ir. MAl\TN. l\Ir. Speaker, I make the point of order that 

there is no quorum present. 
ADJOURN::UE;'\T. 

Mr. KITCHIN. l\fr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
ndjourn. 

The motion was n~reed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock nml 33 
minutes p. m.) the Hou ·e adjourned until Friday, January 28, 
J916, at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTI"'VE CO~ll\IUNIC.ATIO:KS, ETC. 
Under clan. e 2 of Rule XXIV, executi-ve communications were 

taken from the Spe.aker's table and referred as follows: 
1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 

copy of a communication of the Secretary of the Navy of the 
25th instant, submitting a supplemental estimate of appropria
tion amending his estimate on page 77 of the Annual Book of 
Estimates for the fiscal year of 1917, under the title " Salaries, 
office of the Secretary of the Navy" (H. Doc. No. 623) ; to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans
mitting copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy, 
submitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation in the sum 
of $32,475 required under the Naval Establishment for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1917, for improving the water supply at 
the naval training station, San Francisco, Cal. (H. Doc. No. 
624) ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs and oruereu to be 
printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
Jetter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary ex7 
amination and survey of New York Harbor, N. Y., between 
Staten Island and Hoffman Island (H. Doc. No. 625); to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, 
with illustrations. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of 'Var, transm_itting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary ex-

aminntion and survey of harbor at Green Bay, Wis .. with a 
view to securing a channel depth of 21 feet (H. Doc. No. 626) ; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
printed, with illustration. 

5. A letter from from the president of Washington & Old 
Dominion Railway, submitting report of the Washington & Old 
Dominion Railway for the 12 months ending December 31, 
1915 (H. Doc. No. 627) ; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia and ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex
amination of Hatchee River, Tenn. (H. Doc. No. 628) ; to the 
Committee on Ri\·ers and Harbot·s and ordered to be printed, 
with illustrations. 

7. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
lettei· from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex
amination of East Branch of the Yantic River, Conn., from its 
junction with tbe Thames River to some point about 2,500 
feet northerly to provide a channel of 14 feet in depth, to in
clucle this part of the Yantic River in the Thames River project, 
and to proYide for the closing of the 'Vest Branch of the Yantic 
River (H. Doc. No. 629); to the Committee on Rive1:s and 
Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

RF.PORTS OF COl\11\liTTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bill:; and resolutions were sev
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
refer~·etl to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

1\Ir . . JOfu"\TSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 8810) 
to amend an act relating to the Public Utilities Commission of 
the Dish·ict of Columbia, approved l\Iarch 4, 1913, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 80), 
which aiu bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also. from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill (H. R. 9) to authorize the closing of part of Forty
first Street NW., in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 81), whjch said bill and report were referred to 
the Honse Calendar. 

Mr. CAllA 'VAY, from the C1lmmittee on the Judiciary to 
which wns referred the bill (H. R. 61) to amend section 260 of 
the Judicial Code, reported the same without amendment, ac
compnni~l by a report (N9. 82), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

CH.L~GE OF REFEllEKCE. 
Un(ler clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 

dLcharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2965) 
granting a pension to Louis .J. Shepard, anu the same was re
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLU'£101\S, A.'D l\IE~10RIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rnle XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

were introclnced nnd severally referred as follows: 
By 1\fr. 'YILSON of Florida: A bill (H. R. 10222) releasing 

the claim of the United States Government to that· portion of 
h1.n<l, being a fractional block, bounded on the north and east by 
Bayou Cadet, on the west by Cevallos Street, and on the south 
by Intendencia Street, in the old city of Pensacola, Fla. ; to the 
Committee on the PnlJlic Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10223) releasing the claim of the United 
States Government to lot No. 306, in the olLl city of Pensacola, 
Fla. ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By 1\!r. PRATT: A bill (H. R. 10224) to proYide for the erec
tion of a public building at Bath, N. Y.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By 1\fr. LLOYD (by request): A. bill (H. n. 10223) to estab
lish a national flexible currency; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By 1\fr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 10226) to repeal all 
civil-service laws in so far as they apply to the office of Super
vising Architect of the Treasury and employees thereof; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10227) to fix the period of residence in the 
United Stntes necessary to entitle one of foreign birth to the 
rights of American citizenship ; to the Committee on Immigra
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JOHl~SON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10228) pro
viding for t11e erection of a suitable memorial to John Fitch; 
to the Committee on the Library. 
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By .Mr. LITTEPA.GEJ: A bill (H. R. 10229-} to provide for 
pm·chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Webster Sprlngs-, W. Va.; to the Committee on P..ublie 
Buildings and Ground . 

By l\fr. l\IURRAY: A_ bill (H. R. 10230) conferring jurisdic
tion on the Court of Claims to hear, deterflli.ne, and render 
judgment in claims of the Iowa tribe of Indians. against the 
United States; to the Committee on Indian.. Affairs. 

By l\fr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 10231) to-amend sections 
21 and 31 of the act entitled "An act to amend and consolidate 
the acts respecting copyright " approved ]).larch 4, .1009 ; to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. KINCHELOE: A bill (H. R. 10232) appropriating 
$50,000 to improve the Ohio River, build and construct a levee 
at Uniontown, Ky. ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SUMNERS: A bilL (H. R. 10233) for the establish· 
ment of an arsenal and munition-manufacturing plant at Dallas, 
Tex., and for other purposes; to the Committee on Appropria
tions. 

By l\h". HERNANDEZ : A bill (H. R. 10234) authorizing the 
State of New Mexico to convey to the United States lands in the 
national forests in -said State and select other lands therefor; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10235) for the construction of a perma
nent highway across the :Mes~alero Indian Reservation in New 
Mexico, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By l\1r. SHALLENBERGER: A bill (H. R. 10236) to auth-or
ize national banking as ociations to avail themselves of State 
laws providing for the guaranteeing of deposits; to the ·com
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10237) requiring railroads engaged in 
interstate traffic to move freight trains carrying live stock at a 
certain speed as a minimum ; to the Committee on Interstate 
an<l Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 10238) granting the consent 
of Congress to Interstate Bridge Co. to construct a bridge 
across Mississippi River; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: A bill (H. R. 10239) to aid in the pro
tection of the banks of White River at three points in the State 
of Arkansas .; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 10240) pro
hibiting the clearance or entry of United States or foreign ships 
at any port of the United States when citizens of the United 
States are carried as passengers on ships whose cargo consists 
whoUy or in part of contraband of war; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KREIDER: A bill (H. R. 10241) for the relief of 
certain · officers of the_ Army and Navy in connection with. the 
construction of the Panama Canal; to the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs. 

By l\1r. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 10242) to ren.djust railway 
mail pay based on an annual weighing of mail and on space 
occupied in mail apartment cars, and for other purposes ; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By M.r. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 10243) extending the benefits 
of the general pension laws to the members of the Eighth, 
Twentieth, Twenty-sixth, Twenty-seventh, Twenty-e:ighth, 
Twenty-ninth, Thirtieth, Thirty-first, Thirty-second, an,d Thirty
third Regiments, the several batteries of Artillery, the several 
troops of Cavalry, and the several independent companies which 
comprised the Pennsylvania Volunteer Militia, otherwise known 
as the "emergency men," who were called into service by the 
President of the Uniterl States of America, offieered by United 
States officers, and sworn into the service of the United States 
for an indefinite period,. the same as if they had been in the 
service of the United States for a period of 90 days or more; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\fr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 10244-) to amend an 
act entitled "An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws re
lating to the judiciary," approved March 3, 1911; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By l\1r. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 10245) to provide for special 
tools and fixtures necessar:r for the immediate manufacture of 
arms, ammunition, and equipment in time of war; to the Com
mittee on 1\Illitary Affairs. 

By Mr. TlMBElRLAKE: A bill (H. R. 10246) authorizing the 
addition of certain lands to the Colorado National Forest, Colo. ; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands-. 

By Mr. McLEl\10RE: Resolution (H. Res. 109) that the set
tlement of the Mexican question be left to those States of the 
Union that are contiguous to Mexico; to tl;le Committee on For
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. IGOEJ (by request) : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 120) 
in reference to the- employment of enlisted men in competition 
with local civilians; to the Committee on Labor. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, prh·ate bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: · 
By l\lr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 10247) granting a pension to 

Sarah L. Sheaf!; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BEALES (by request): A bill (H. R. 10248) to cor

rect the military record of Charles P. Kibler; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bUl (H. R. 10249) f01: the relief of 
Blue Springs (Mo.) Baptist Church; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 102.50) for the relief of 
Thomas Aurand; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: A bill (H. R. 10251) authorizing the 
Kansas Ci~y & Memphis Railway & Bridge Co. to make settle
ment with Crittenden County, Ark., and fo1· other purposes; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 10252) granting an increase of 
pension to Frank Kubacki; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. CASEY: A bill (H. R. 10253) granting a pension to 
Rebecca Eldridge; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10254) granting a pension to Sophia 
Freeby ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 10255) for the relief of David 
Kirch; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10256) for the relief of B. F. Pear all; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 10257) to correct the military 
record of John W. Parsons; to the Committee on MHita.ry Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 10258) granting an in
crease of pension to H. Veatch; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10259) granting an increase of pen ion to 
John F. Brittain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10260) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo 0. Cody; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10261) granting a pension to John W. 
Harmon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGHTON: A bill (H. R. 10262) for the relief of 
the estate of James H. Newland; to the Committee on -Claims.. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 102G3) for the relief of the estate of Joel -
,V. Dyer; to the Committee on Claim . 

By l\Ir. FARR: A bill (H. R. 10264) granting a pension to 
Hayden E. -Evans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By l\1r. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 10265) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert E. Benson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen· 
sions. 

By Mr. GANDY: A bill (H. R. 10266) granting a pension to 
Gertrude Hunter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10267) granting a pension to Abraham ln. 
Reams ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By l\Ir. GOODWIN of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 10268) grant· 
ing an increase of pension to John R. Greenwood; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 10269) granting a 
pension to John Weiga.rt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 10270) granting a pension 
to Mary Miller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R.10271) to correct the mili· 
tary record of Juan Epomoseno Espinosa; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10272) granting 
a pension to Dora Hoffman; to the Committee on Im·alid Pen
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. ~0273) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph M. Ferguson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\1r. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 10274) granting an in
crease of .pension to Norman Mes enger; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 10275) foT the allowance of 
certain soldiers' claims growing out of service in the Army, 
reported by the Court of Claims, known as three months' pay 
claims; to the Committee on War Cla.ims. 

By 1\Ir. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 10276) granting an ip.crease of 
pension to Samuel B. McPheeters ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LINTIDCUM: A bill (H. R. 10277) to authorize the 
President to appoint Col. L. MelTin Maus to the. grade of briga
dier general in the United States Army and. place him on the 
retired-list; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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B~ 1\lr. LITTLEP:A.GEl t A, billl ( H-t R: .10278-) ' grairtlng an in- p1lotage11 oni barges~ to the~ OJmmittee·, on: interstate and Fan~· 
crease of. pension to· Thaac·· R: Nichols!; tX>1 tHe Committee~ ott. eign Commerce. 
Invalid Pensions. 1 By' Mi!. BRUCKNER.:~ Petition: of Hem·y Street: Settlement, 

By 1\fr: I.:OlJD-: bill. (.m ru. 10279-) gmnti:ng ·· pensiOIP to !Newi Yo~favoring· IIassage ; of1 the • chiid7labor : bill~ ;tu We Co.IIt:Y 
Emma Sheldon· Jones-; to tlie:Committee on>Thv.alid1Pensions::, mitteeilll.JLabon:. 

By l\lr. McCLINTIC: A bill (H. R. 10280) grnrrtihg' mr. ih~ - · ALso p-etitio of:. Btrffalm aliamber- o:fi Commeme-, relative: to 
crease of pension to Columbus-.,V:. Donnell; to the Committee on snr.vey; ofJthe·! entranee· to JBuffalo· River·; ; to · the-·Committe.e:oru 
Invalid Pensions. ·Rivers a:nd1IIln:bars! 

By Mr. McKENZIE: A bill (H. R. 10281) granting a pension to -· .Also, petitionoofl Centlral- Merchants'" .A:ssociation and! New Ybrkt 
Mary E. Ruble; toAhe-Co.mmittee on In..vali<LPensions. Bam:dJofi Ttad-e andt 'L'ransportatiDn, , relMive . to:.cuctailme.nt'.ofl 

B;y Mr. PRATT; A bill ' (H. R. l02S2) granting an increase of ma:U delilrenies:ih·NeW"Youk CUy~·; to.;the. a.ommittee on ~ the-' Bbst 
pension·tu John B'rown; to· the Committee on,Pensionsl Offi.001 aruLPo:st·Ro.ad 

BJ Mr. REAVIS: A bill (H. R. 10283) grantii:rg:.an:. itrcrease '· .M.sQ; , petition, of John; Kraemen; . ofl Springfield Mrrss~. - prru 
of: pension to , J'o.sepli G.· Yutzy ; to the . Committee on· Itrvalid testing against Federal censorship of motion pictures~ to , tHe' 
Pensions. Oommittee: on· Education. 

By· Mt<. REILrrrt: · A biW (•H : Ri 10284) • granting: an• increase By Mr: . GARY :. Memorial:oft.port 'cities· o.f.Lake ·l\fiohfgan. and' 
of' pensioll'ttr Eliza €rippen·; to the ·Committee= on •Invalld P'en- G~ee:r;t BaY_ agaillSt"ttte ·?ontinn.edJ.diversiorr.oJ:l:he water of Lake 
sions. · Mioh1gan .mto, the: Samtary Drruna-ge: ·Canal at' Chicagn:; to. the . 

By Mr. RIORDAN: A bill (H. R. 102'85)'1for' the'-relie.f.' of'ther 0bmmitt:ee ·oniRillers :mdtHar.bo.uffi.. 
Ninth A-venue- Railroad Co., of' tlie ·c-icy o:f''New·Y'orR; N.' "P. ;· to AI~, me.roorial~ ot· KenoshuJ County. Equal Suffl·age League;. 
tlie- Committee· on ffiaims. fa:vormg· tl:ie- Keating~Oweru bill :; , to· the· Qommittee-om Labor: 

AlSo; a• bill (H~ R : 10286 ~ for: the relie:f of tlte- Si'xtU. Avenue By Mr. C00PER; of Wisconsin.: .Petitiorr ·Of: Hough, Shade C6l"# 
Railroad Co:, of New York City; N: Y.; te tlie • Committee· orr porati?n; af .ThnesviUe, Wis:, favoring. taxr on• dyestuffs::, to . thet 
Claims. . Committee. on W.ay..st and. 1\f.eans. 

Also; a~ bill (H. R: T0287) · fol' the relief' of' the-Twenty~ third By Mr. C~Pl3ELh:_ Petitions: of depositors in· tHe banks:: o:f 
Street Railway C.o., of the city· of.:New Y!ork; .N. Y.; to the Com- ~nsas,·. agamst revenue l stamps- om bank· checks-; . to , the Com;.. 
mittee- on- Claims Imttee on Wiays and.Menns: . 

1~Jso, a bill (H. R. 10288) for. the.. relief of the RortY.j second By . MJ.~ .. E--c;.S9:'QN,: Mel_llo:tiaL o~ Oakfund.· ChamtleL' of' Com: 
Street and Grand Street Ferry Railroad Co., of New York Gity, m~~ favormg aimropriations fbl:' ne.w· vessels, etc.~ in:.- tb"e. 
N. Y.; to the Committee on Claim& Umted ~ta~es ·Coast. antlf Geo.d~ti:e:-Socvey~. to the- Committ~on 

Also.; a bill (-R. R: 10289) for the relief of the Broadway and Awro}JTiatro~ . 
Seventh· Avenue ·RaHroa:d Co., of New York City, N. Y.; to the · ~Y Mr.;EJMERSON • P .e.titiorrs ot grape:- growers: of rwrthern. 
Committee on Claims. Ohm~ .. agamst pnssage•ofl House: bHI,608tJ; ·to the- Committee on 

Also., a bill (H. R. 10290} for the relief of the Eighth Avenue Way,.<; and Means· 
Rattnad:. Co:,. of~ New Yin:k .. CitY.; N. Y. ;~ t<Jr the Committee. on. By l\Ir: ESOK: Petition·. of. 'Roljert\ Engelke and, 21 others:·o1. 
Claims ·. :r:..a Crosse; Wis., favoring passage afr ilia. Burnett immigrn.tion 

" By'Mr. RUSSELL of-Missouri : ·kbill" (Hi R:' 10291)" gr:antingm bill.:; to tha·Committee .oruimmigration·and:Naturalization .. 
pensiorr to., Elinma:.. H ; Mithhell '; . to· the. Committee-: on Invalid' ... By_.!lln..NULLER :.Pet~on: o.f:Cli_icago~ Federatibn.of ;Musictamr; 
Pensions, _fuv.ormg:· p.ermane.ntr. t:aa.:iff ~ COllllillSsion·;· to the · Comtnittee ·· on 

By Mr: , SMITH~ of Miimesota -:· A. bill'' (H. It: 10292)~ granting Wa~ ,and..Means. 
an increase ot· pension to Eleanor· Stahler · tu the Cbmmi~ on B~ 1.\ft · HOhLilNGSW.ORTID :.Mem()l'!al~ of• William' Suggett 
Invalid<BensionSl ' ' amd•70!.othel·rcittz-ens of Sa:Ieffii .Ollio,_imfa.von·o.:f printlng.rermrt 

Mso, a bill' (H: R. 10293) granting an increase ot pension to o:O .te~timony! of~ Industrial ' Commission . ro. llie Committee o.n 
Anne: E. Nolnn .; tcr the ·C.ommi:ttee oll! Invalldl Pensions. Prmtmgt. 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R.10294~) grantingran.increase o:fi By Mr:-HQW.ELIJ· P.etftibn, of ' (!Jll:fttm Plerce,· of: Springville: 
pension' to.Johrr B. Ker~; to- the 0ommittee on Invali<f :Pensions. · Btah,, against. FMe:va:l censorship· of:' motion pictures; to tlie 

Mso a · bill: (H: R:. 1029o) . gr..anting anl incr.ease •o:t:pension'.. tcr Committee(on Education. 
Minerva Lavine; to tb:e Committee on· In:vailll Bensii:msi . ~u, memorHrl: o1J·Sfrlt: fiali:e: (Utah)! Free · K!mdergn:rten ami 

By;'l\It· .. Vkll.Et .AJ bill ~EL Th. 10296) to: correat.'tli:e. lineal• and N~Ighbru·Iroo~ ; A:sSQCiatiOITt m:v~ring child-lab.or' bill ;·to the Com~ 
relative· rank o:fi Capt Thomas Ji Leacyj. Medical 0erps; lTh.ited mittee. on, Lallor.. 
States Army; to the Committee on Millta!'¥ AffairsJ. . By. Mt: KENNEID¥ of Rhode Island: Petition· of.: tli'e Provi ... 

By Mr: WHBlELER::· A bill (H. R. 1029'1) granting:- an• in- d-ence (R; I.) r Cllamber of:· Commerce:; favoring. ertension of. 
cre-ase • of' pension tb • Willlallli Mullen·; to . the· aommittee on ~pria~ion-to· corrtinue •the-p:ul'chase of 'Eederal fOres~re er:v-es 
Invalid Pensions. m New· Ei:rgland and. southern Appalacliiansr; to tbe-· Committee 

BS~ Mr.: . WILI:.IA!MS of' Qhio :- Al bill. (.H R. 10298)· for· the on Agnicult~.re;. 
relief: of~ Johrr W: Walsh; to the ·<Jrommittee. on1 Claims.. Also, petition' of: Rhode ISland~ State- Branch oft' Americnn 

B Mr. W.IDSON~ of' FlOrida-:· A bill! (H .. R 10299~ 1 fol' the Fe-deratron~ of:lLabor, favor-ing.r passage: of·House ·bill 6871', rela-
relief · of! tlie estate· of John' G Smith.; to the- Committee: on. tive-1to ·convict labcn·;· fu; the Gemmittee·on1 Labar. · 
Claims. Also, memoriaLoflNew ·England Shoe:andfLeuther ·Assoctation 

B:y.· Mr: WINGO.:· A. bill (E' ffi 1030(1) · granting a • pension'. to fa.vori:flg, creatiorr of tariff:. board;· to: tlie, Committee on ways 
George · W.. Oblisk:; to -tlte· <Do:rnrilittee om P.ensions;. a:rrd, 1\.le:anSl. 

By 1\fr. WOOD of Indiana: A billi (m R 10301)! grantiilg: a By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: P'etitions of! citizens, o:i!, 
pension to , Martha J. Shallenberger; to the- Committee on Coudersport~· Pru, a~ibst national defense, to the Gommittee--on 
Invalid Pensions. . Military. AffairSJ. · · 

AlSo, a bilL (H:', R. . 10302.) granting, a . :pension. to George . F. B:y Mr. LEWIS: Resolutions by :r;>ivision No. 572; A'malga: 
Harter; . to. the Committee on Jn-yalid t Pensio.ns~ mated A:ssociatiorr· ofrStreet and' Electric· RailwaY~ Elmployees•of. 

PETITIONS' EJTC: 
Under ·cilluse ·Y of Rule XXIJl, petitions arrd papers were laid· 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows : 
By Mr . .A.SHBROOK:·Evide.nce' to accompany; ·House bill 9629, 

for the relief o:f Susan E. Nash;, to· the:-' Committeec on· Invalid 
Pensions •. 

Also,, evJdence to a:ccompan!'· House- bill; 8052.,, for the relief. of 
John . Toothman~; to1 the· Committ~e- on, Invalid t Pensions• . 

Also, evidence to.acc.ompany House-bilL6938i ,for therr..elief of 
William c; Jolinson.; to_ the. Committee on Ihvalid ' Pensions . . 

By Mr. BEALES : Petition or.· citizens, of · Hano.ver, Pa., and 
O'Neil Silk. Co.r. favoring. tax. on. d~estnffs.; to. the:.. Committee 
on Ways and-Means. · 

Also, petition or Philadelphia· Wn:oiesale; Lumber Dealers' 
Associatioll! arid~ Sout:liern Transpontatlbn. Cb:, ot:· EhlladelpJiia, 
£a, favoring · passage of.' the Small billj regulattiJg. compulSory. 

America, of~ ll'rosttrorgr. Md:, p_mtesting· against · ille ·tax. on , oloo
margarine ; to· theJ Committee on, Ways. and Means. 

By-. Mi-; MOORE · of. PEmnsy-lvania': Memorial of: Pliiladelpliia· 
Board· of' 'l~i'ade, agaihst: pa-ssage ·ot 'Senate bill' 305'5, relative to. 
appointment of~ cierksl oflUnited States ,court; to the Committee' 
an· the J'udiCiar:yt · 

By Mi"i~ MORIN-': Petition, of Woman's- Alliance' ojr Ffrst-Uili+ 
tarian Church of Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring · passag~ ·of th'e cliild 
labor bill:;. to the· Committee on' Labor. 

A'lso; petition· of~ H~nry · GrosBf of. ' Pittsburgh, P.a1, fhYoring . 
embargo on munitions; to the Committee on Foreigrr Affairs: 

Also1 (1Jy1 request!)'• : PetiUons ;of' Henrico :Gamber- Co:, Phila
defphia Wholesale1 Thumber Deaiers' ' .A:ssoeiiltion, and~ Souttiern 
Transportation •Co., alii o:f''Phlladelpliia"\ Bil;, fa\orii:r~pasoog~of 
bill relative to compulsory pilotage on barges; to tll ~ammitm~ 
ow Inter-state; and.'.' Foreign~ COmmerce: · 
· By. • Mn. NOLAN': · Resolntions- of. tl1e Galifornia Dev-elopment · 
~oard, San Francisco, G'a:ll, favoring remedial' legislation itl · 
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behalf of the oil industt·y of the State of California; to the Com
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the Pacific Fisheries Society, Portland, 
Oreg., favoring increased appropriations for the United States 
Bureau of Fisheries; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, protest of the Granite Cutters' International Associa
tion of America, against the action of the Treasury Department 
in prohibiting the use of granite in the construction of public 
buildings in localities wnere the postal income is less than 
$800,000; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, protest of the Associated Theati'ical Managers of San 
Francisco, Cal., against the continuance of the war-revenue tax 
as applied to allied theatrical industries; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By l\Ir. PATTEN: Petition of sundry piano manufacturers 
of New York City and vicinity, in favor of the Stevens bill; to 
the Committee on Interstate · and Foreign Commerce. 

By ~Ir. PRATT: Memorial of M. D. Foster, Willis Strows, 
J. l\1. 'Villiams, D. C. Howell, E. D. Wickham, Mrs. A. E. 
Arnold, L Price, Mrs. W. l\1. Hall, Clinton Neal, R L. Dodds, 
Mr ·. L. Price, Mrs. George Faulkner, Mrs. A. S. Whalen, Mrs. 
Willis Strows, Mrs. Belle Dunham, 1\Irs. James Jennings, Mrs·. 
C. Magee, C. Magee, H. G. Barber, Rev. Z. Evans, A. M. 
Phelps, Keturah Evans, T. Otis Price, Mrs. A. R. Brown, Gladys 
Foste.t·, Kathryn Price, Ida Foster, W. K. Mulligan, S. C. Ben
son, ,R. W. Neal, L. W. Fink, E. E. Seitz, Charles Bowers, G. A. 
Keplet·, B. A. Hefkins, J. M. Kreider, Charles Leonard, D. C. 
Howell, G. A. Snyder, David Love, Silas Mead, R. W. Neal, L. S. 
Bailey, John D. Wilson, F. E. Harris, Tracy Leonard, Esther 
Houseworth, Christiana A. Sem~s. Julia M. Kopkie, Howard 
HoweU, Joseph Kopkie, Clarence Matthews, Emmett Weavers, 
Laurence Riegel, Mrs. A. M. Phelps, Dorothy Magee, Helen 
De l\Iun, Freda Kratsley, Hope Williams, Ralph Dean, Harry 
Cassidy, Claude Sirrini, Osborn Smith, Ralph Wilson, Bernice 
Dean, H. D. Johnson, W. M. McCoy, Emma Johnson, Ilah 
Evans, J. M. Dean, Helen Johnson, Mrs. Clara Conover, H. 
Cono\er, Mrs. Howard H. Johnson, Mrs. Jessie Kelley, Helen 
Stilwell, Mrs. Osborn Smith, Mrs. George Case, Maude McCoy, 
Howard Johnson, and G. J. Case, all of Burdett, N. Y., favor
ing the passage of the Smith-Hughes bills for the national 
censorship of moving pictures; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, memorial of Claude W. Weaver, Walter Kaubisch, E. I. 
Kelley, Mark Bernt, William W. Arland, RogerS. McAvoy, H. 0. 
'Varns, John Fahey, J. M. Franz, G. J. Seibel, Jacob Aker, Frank 
Gottfried, W. F. Hilk, Julius ·Schneider, John J. Illig, Frank 
Sidoti 1 H. J. Middagh, Frank Gaiss, Fred Vollgraf, C. E. Githler, 
John McGannon, Charles Gaiss, T. B. Dowling, Edward Gerber, 
Joseplt Gaiss, James A. Gurnsey, Victor Schosger, John Henry, 
R. Sarter, G. T. Miles, Charles Miles, A. Kretschmann, Nicholas 
Drouard, Arthur Fermer, Nels Person, Isidor Bleichner, J. Peter 
Nockel, August Stenger, Jules Skwerer, Fred Kinch, John Ward, 
W. S. Holmes, F. E. Cilley, Carl Johnson, Adrian Krebs, G. A. 
Mayer, Frank Mayer, George Black, Arthur Rooney, John Cun
ningham, L. J. Cahill, W. T. Scholz, and John Huonker, all of 
Corning, N.Y., favoring an embargo upon further shipments of 
war material; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
. By :Mr. RAINEY: Petitions of merchants of the twentieth con
gressional district of Illinois, favoring a tax on mail-order 
houses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REILLX: Petitions of business men of sixth district 
of Wisconsin, favoring tax on mail-order houses; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By ~It'. ROWE: Petition of Theatrical Protective Union, New 
York, relative to tax on theaters; to the Committee on Ways _ 
and Means. 

Also, memorial of public forum, Church of Ascension, New 
York, favoring child-labor bill ; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Memorial of Gilbert Lodge, No. 
240, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Engineers, Jack
son, Mich., favoring retirement with compensation for Federal 
employees; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 
- By 1\Ir. STINESS: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 10202) 
granting an increase of pension to Hannah Sweet; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill (H. R. 10203) granting an 
increase of pension to Emily P. Stevens; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNELL: Petition representing 600 people of the Cen
tenarv l\Iethodi t Episcopal Church, of Malone, N. Y., for the 
establishment of a motion-picture commission; to the Committee 
on ELlucation. 

By Mr. TINKHAl\1: Petition of American Federation of Labor, 
prote ting against repeal of the seamen's law; to the Committee 
on the l\Ierchant l\Iarine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. WASON: Petition of Hart & Shepard, Shakers, of East 
Canterbury, N. H., favoring tax on dyestuffs ; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WINSLOW: Petition of Peter Wood Dyeing Co., of 
Worcester, Mass., favoring tax on dyestuffs; to the Committee on 
Ways and l\feans. 

SENATE. 

FRIDAY, Janumoy ea, 1916. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 

following prayer : 
Almighty God, we have come upon · times in our national life 

and in the world life when we are driven to Thee for aid. An 
inheritance of honor and manhood makes us unafraid in conflict 
with men. Death has no alarm to us if it is the price of honor. 
We fear lest we should stand apart n·om Thee. Thy will is 
supreme. Thy law is over all. 

We believe that Thou hast given to us a Yoice and a mission 
and a power among the nations of the earth. 'Ve pray Thee to 
lay tribute upon these that we may fulfill the Divine plan in us. 
Guide us this clay in the discharge of the duties that are before 
us. For Christ's sake. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was rend and approYed. 
ARMY POSTS (S. DOC. NO. 261). 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair- lays before the Senate 
a communication from the Secretary · of 'Vo.r, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read . as follows: 
WAn DEPAil.TMENT, 

Washinoton, Janua1·y 2'1, 1916. 
Hon . .JAMES M. BAKER, 

Secretary Senate of the U11ited States, Washinoton, D. 0. 
DEAn SIR: Referring to resolution by the Senate of the 6th instant, 

that the Secretary of War furnish to the Senate, if not incompatible 
with the public interests, certain information with reference to Army 
posts in the United States, I have the honor to transmit herewith' 
detailed information covering the first four items of the information 

· requested. As to the fifth and sixth items, I am not now prepared 
to make specific recommendations on this subject, as the passage of 
any of the bills now before Congress looking to an increase in the 
Military Establishment would probably require the use of all Army 
posts now available. 

Very sincerely, LUmLEY M. GARRISON', 
· Secreta,r-y of Wa1·. 

1\fr. KENYON. I should like to inquire if this report will 
be published in the REOORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. · The Chair was just inquiring of 
the clerks at the desk the Senator who offered the resolution. 

Mr. KENYON. I offered the resolution. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would inquire of the 

Senator from Iowa what is his desire as to the committee to 
which it shall be referred? 

Mr. KENYON. I ask that it be published in the RECORD. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. And referred to any committee? 
Mr. KENYON. I think not. 
l\fr. SMOOT. Would not the printing of it as a public docu

ment do just as well, rather than to have the RECORD cumbered? 
1\fr. KENYON. I would prefer that, but I thought it might be 

more economical to publish it in the RECORD. I ask that it be 
printed as a public document. 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the communica
tion and accompanying papers will be printed as a publio docu
ment, and not in the RECORD. 
COMMERCIAL FERTILIZERS AND COTTON PRODUCTION (S. DOC. NO. 262). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica
tion from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 11th instant, a statement relative to the 
amoul)t of commercial potash, nitrogen, and phosphoric acid 
available for fertilizer purposes, which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPORT OF THE NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 

report of the National Academy of Sciences for the year ended 
December 31, 1915, which was ordered to lie on the table. 
REPORT OF WASHINGTON & OLD DOMINION RAILWAY (H. DOC. NO. G27). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re
port of the Washington & Old Dominion Railway for the year 
ended December 31, 1915, which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia and .ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROli THE HOUSE. 
A message n·om the House of Representatives, . by J. C. South, 

its Chief Clerk, annolmced that the House had passed the bill 
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